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THE BOOK OF BARGAINS. 



PREFACE, 

[From the Concord Daily Monitor, July 17, 1891.] 

SENATOR CHANDLERS SERIES OF PAPERS RELATIVE 

TO RECENT POLITICAL EVENTS IN NEW 

HAMPSHIRE, COMMONLY KNOWN AS 

THE BOOK OF BARGAINS. 

As Is now well known by all men, there was planned, between certain Republicans and certain Demo- 
crats, in connection with the extra session of the New Hampshire legislature in December, 1890, a scheme 
for betraying the Republican party by so organizing the legislature of 1891 as to make Charles H. Am g den 
governor instead of Hiram A. Tuttle. 

Learning of this scheme, the Monitor and Statesman exposed it promptly, and vigorously denounced 
the Republican traitors engaged in the base work as well as their rum and railroad Democratic allies. 

If this exposure and denunciation had not been made, and made unsparingly, we believe Mr. Amsden 
would have been governor instead of Colonel Tuttle; and such is the present judgment of the Republi- 
cans of New Hampshire with few exceptions. 

At a later period, while the legislature of 1891 was in session, there was imminent danger of a repeal of 
the nuisance act and other temperance laws on the statute-books. Believing this repeal was being carried 
forward by continued bargaining between the same dishonest Republicans and unscrupulous Democrats 
who had so nearly defeated Colonel Tuttle, the Monitor and Statbsman again exposed and denounced 
the conspirators, and thereby again defeated one object of the bargains. The repeal of the nuisance act 
was averted by a vote of 158 to 146. Seven more Republican votes would have changed the result, and 
the temperance laws would have been swept from the statute-book, and legally authorized rum-shops 
would have opened their public bars in every town, village, and city. Governor Goodell and the temper* 
ance people of the state had made a great rally for their cause, and had nobly done their duty hi the 
emergency ; but more than seven additional Republican votes had been pledged and would have been 
forthcoming had it not been for the editorial exposure by the Monitor and Statesman of the many 
and various bargains made for foul purposes by distinguished politicians of both parties in and out of 
the legislature. 

In response to those editorials which, upon the responsibility of journalists quickly meeting vital cur- 
rent issues, had been published at these two crises of political affairs, Messrs. Gallinger, Greene, and C. A. 
Sulloway saw fit to make speeches in the house on the 24th of February, and the last two persons 
denounced Mr. Chandler in unmeasured terms such as are only used by degraded and obstreperous black- 
guards. Those Republican members present whose duty it was to reply, had their pockets stuffed with 
free railroad passes issued -and received in violation of statute law, and sat silent under these indecent 
outpourings. It was reserved for Mr. Harry Bingham alone to suggest that the other side was not repre- 
sented, and would doubtless be heard from. 

On the next day Mr. Chandler, then in Washington, published in the Monitor a signed statement 
reiterating his belief that all the bargains charged had been negotiated, and promising in a series of 
papers to endeavor to satisfy the public of the truth of the charges. Preliminary chapters one 
and two have been already published, concerning Mr. Hiram D. Upton and Mr. Herman W. Greene. 
The first drafts of an additional preliminary chapter and the principal chapter were made by Mr. 
Chandler in May at Hot Springs, N. C, and we shall shortly begin their publication. 

The third preliminary chapter treats of Dr. Gallinger's connection with events prior to 1890-1891, par- 
ticularly of his speech in the house on the 24th of February, of his responsibility for the Varney slander 
against Mr. Chandler, and of his exploits as chief legislative agent of the Concord Railroad. The princi- 
pal chapter discusses the twelve barg%?ns, and shows how many were fulfilled and how many failed 
through exposure and other causes beyond the control of the bargainers; exhibits the concurrent neces- 
sities and aims of Gi G. & Co. and J., S. & Co. — office and money, and free liquor and stock-watering 
laws; recites the history of the extra session in December and of the regular session in January; and 
proceeds to demonstrate the public interest in the whole subject growing out of the complete subjuga- 
tion of the Democratic party and the partial subjugation of the Republican party to the rum and railroad 
influences of Jones and Sinclair. In this connection is discussed the free pass crime, the stock-watering 
evil, the surrender o|,the state's interest in the Concord Railroad, and the evasion by all the rail- 
roads of their just share of taxation. The way of danger and the way of success for the Repub- 
lican party are pointed out. An appendix will more fully give many interesting details too long for the 
body of the work. 



THE ORIGINAL EDITORIAL, 

First published in the Monitor of February 19, 1891, 

which induced Messrs. Gallinger, Greene, and 

Sulloway to attack Senator Chandler 

in their speeches of February 24. 



THE BOOK OF BARGAINS. 

[The memorandum in brackets after each of the bargains charted was added in subsequent publications 
of the editorial.] 

Jones, Sinclair & Co., Brewers and Railroad Jobbers [Parties of the first part], with 
G., G. & Co., Mercenary Republicans [Parties of the second part]. 

TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

/ INTRODUCTION. 

Railroad bill of 1883— unlimited consolidation— no competition. 
Bill of 1889; stock-watering began. Close state election of 1891. 

BARGAIN NO. I. 

That there should be no extra session of the legislature to elect a clerk and modify the law as to mem 
bershipofthe coming house. [Defeated.] 

BARGAIN NO. II. 

That there should be no legislation at the extra session. [Carried out.] 

BARGAIN NO. III. 

That there should be a compromise organization of the coming house, and that a certain partner should 
be elected speaker. [Defeated.] 

BARGAIN NO. IV. 

That Charles H. Amsden and not Hiram A. Turtle should be elected governor. [Defeated.] 

BARGAIN NO. V. 

That a certain partner should be elected United States senator. [Carried out.] 

BARGAIN NO. VI. 

That a certain partner should be elected state printer. [Carried out.] 

BARGAIN NO. VII. 

That the eight-million stock-watering Boston & Maine and Concord & Montreal schemes, without 
limitation, should pass the legisla ure. [parried out.] 

BARGAIN NO. VIII. 

That the stock- watering bills should be signed by Governor Tuttle. [Carried out.] 

BARGAIN NO. IX. 

That the bill to repeal rtie nuisance act for suppressing ale-houses and rum shops should pass the legis- 
lature. [Defeated.] 

BARGAIN NO. X. 

That the repeal of the nuisance act should be signed by Governor Tuttle. [Defeated.] 

BARGAIN NO. XI. 

That the prohibitory law should be repealed and license laws adopted. [Postponed until 1893.] 

BARGAIN NO. XII. 

That the repeal of the prohibitory law should be signed by Governor Tuttle. [Postponed until 1893.] 

This book of bargains will be completed and issued after the adjournment of the legislature some time 
in the summer or tall of 1891, if the adjournment happens so soon. 



REPLY OF SENATOR CHANDLER. 



TO THE REPUBLICANS OF NEW 

Hampshire:— Senator Gallinger and 
Mr. Herman W. Greene, in speeches in 
the house of representatives on Feb. 
24, made allusions to me which call for 
public reply. They also denied the 
twelve bargains with Messrs. Jones 
and Sinclair recently charged against 
them. Such trades are never made in 
open daylight nor often reduced to 
writing, and men who make them are 
sure to deny them. To what credence 
their denials are entitled the public 
must determine in view of the proofs 
and circumstances which tend to show 
the existence of the bargains charged. 
It must be constantly borne in mind 
that Messrs. Gallinger and Greene, 
aided by Cyrus A. Sulloway, George 
E. Varney, and Robert W. Welch, 
concocted and publicly announced in 
the senatorial caucus of June 13, 1 QQ 9, 
the false charges against me that I 
had entered into a discreditable Jones 
Boston & Maine alliance, and that in 
my behalf one member of the legisla- 
ture had been offered $500 to vote for 
me in caucus and $1,200 had been of- 
fered for two more votes. These 
baseless calumnies have been lately 
discussed by me in a statement dated 
November 22, 1890, a copy of which 
will be sent to any person desiring it. 
But the charges have never been with- 
drawn by Dr. Gallinger or any of the 
other slanderers; on the contrary 
they have been repeated and persist- 



ed in. In my judgment, men dishon- 
est enough to needlessly, wilfully, and 
deliberately invent, promulgate, and 
adhere to such aspersions upon an 
associate and friend, will make haste, 
when their needs press them, to com- 
mit the very crimes they have charged 
upon him. 

According to the best of my knowl- 
edge and belief, Dr. Gallinger and 
Mr. Greene, Republicans in the pay of 
the Concord Railroad, — with enough 
others to constitute a formidable 
company, — have entered into certain 
negotiations and bargains with 
Messrs. Frank Jones and Charles A. 
Sinclair, Democrats, brewers, and 
railroad operators, with enough oth- 
ers, Democrats and Republicans in 
the pay of the Boston & Maine Rail- 
road, to constitute a dangerous com- 
pany. The plans of the bargainers 
varied with changing circumstances, 
but from first to last, at one time or 
another, they have covered and in- 
cluded the following objects: 

(1) to prevent an extra session of 
the legislature in December last; (2) to 
defeat legislation at the extra session: 
(3) to elect Mr. Greene speaker of the 
house in January; (4) t6 elect Mr. 
Amsden governor instead of Mr. Tut- 
tle; (5) to elect Dr. Gallinger senator; 

(6) to elect Ira C. Evans state printer; 

(7) to pass the five million Boston & 
Maine and three million Concord & 
Montreal stock- watering bills; (8) to 



secure their approval by Governor Tat - 
tie; (9) to repeal the nuisance act; (10) 
to obtain the approval of that repeal 
by Governor Tnttle; (11) to repeal the 
prohibitory laws; and (12) to obtain 
the approval of that repeal by Gov- 
ernor Tuttle. 

The second, fifth, sixth, seventh, 
and eighth of the bargains have been 
successfully carried out by the joint 
efforts of the bargainers. The first, 
third, and fourth bargains were made 
unsuccessful by causes beyond the 
control of the bargainers. The ninth 
and tenth are in course of fulfilment. 
The eleventh and twelfth, — for the re- 
peal of the prohibitory laws, — are 
likely to be postponed for two years, 
solely because of the inability of the 
liquor interests to agree whether the 
laws to supersede the prohibitory 
laws shall be high license or low li- 
cense. 

Of the lamentable truth of the above 
charges it will be my duty in a paper 
of some length to soon endeavor to 
satisfy the public. In the meantime 
it will be of no use for Republicans 
whose pockets are stuffed with Jones 
and Sinclair's railroad passes, who 
have their names on the Jones- Sin- 
clair pay roll, and who board free at 
the new Sinclair hotel in Boston, to 
say, Peace! Peace! when there is to 
be no peace, nor any safety for the 
Republican party until it is rescued 
from the influences of a rum and 
railroad faction which is bringing on 
its swift and sure destruction. The 
true Republicans of New Hampshire 
niust boldly face this situation: Since 
1882, when the leaders of this faction 
came into pernicious activity, our ma- 
jorities have gone steadily downward 
until in 1890 we had only 93 plurality 
on the popular vote, and barely re- 



tained an honest majority in the legis- 
lature. What is likely to be the result 
in 1892 if the employees of Jones and 
Sinclair are to control the action of 
the Republican party? These merce- 
naries all ride all the year round on 
Jones and Sinclair's free passes; sub- 
sist on their money or the money of 
their railroads; ard many have been 
helped into Republican office by their 
corrupt appliances. In obedience to 
the dictation of their masters they 
have passed the atrocious five million 
and three million stock-watering jobs, 
and are now engaged in destroying 
the temperance laws of the state. 
Jones and Sinclair, who with their 
enormous rum and railroad power 
completely own the degraded Democ- 
racy, have also equally subjugated to 
their uses this large body of 
Jone j- Sinclair Republicans, at the 
foot of which . lies Mr. Herman W. 
Greene, and at the head of which 
stands, nominated by their power,, 
the newly elected Republican United 
States senator, Dr. Jacob H. Gallin- 
ger. If their mutual bargains are to 
be carried out,— the repeal of the tem- 
perance laws, and the absolute domi- 
nation of the state by the two rail- 
roads, now both owned by Jones and 
Sinclair, with unlimited corruption 
funds furnished them by this legisla- 
ture and Governor Tuttle, — how is 
the state to be saved in 1892 to the 
Republican cause? By putting free 
passes over your eyes, and ale- money 
and railroad -money into your pockets, 
and crying out: No wrangling; let us 
have peace; there is no danger? 
Such will not be the course of wise 
and true Republicans. It certainly 

will not be mine. 

W. E. Chandler. 

Washington, February 25, 1891. 



THE BOOK OF BARGAINS. 



Preliminary Chapter. Mr. Herman W. 
Gr eene. 

It is plainly to be seen that the 
Book of Bargains will contain numer- 
ous chapters. Messrs. Gallinger, 
Greene, and Sulloway in the honse of 
representatives on the 24th of Febru- 
ary said many things requiring treat- 
ment by me. It will be necessary to 
apply it in instalments. 

It will be wise for readers, if they 
can do so, to separate the private 
quarrel from the public question. The 
former is of little importance except 
in the opinion of the parties con- 
cerned. But a self-respecting person 
publicly accused of specific acts of 
turpitude cannot wisely omit to de- 
fend himself with equal publicity. Un- 
til the above named three authors of 
the false charges against me, made 
by them in the caucus of June 13, 1889, 
shall withdraw those charges I shall 
never cease to castigate them on all 
- appropriate occasions. If it were not 
for those unretracted charges I should 
drop the private quarrel. Until the 
above date I had no ground of offence 
against any one of them— certainly 
no serious ground. Now I have a just 
one that is perennial and perpetual. 
They, and not I, began th§ fight in 
which they are moaning and whining 
and showing their bruises and sores. 
.The speeches of the Republican 
partners in the bargains which are be- 
fore me in the Manchester Mirror of 



Feb. 25th occupy six columns. As in . 
the caucus of June 13th, 1889, Mr. 
Sulloway was at the chosen moment 
Galled upon by Mr. Greene as the 
agent of Candidate Gallinger to hurl 
at me the gross calumnies of that oc- 
casion, so now in the legislature, Sen- 
ator Gallinger in person pauses while 
reading his printed speech and sum- 
mons the same false witness to reassert 
the very same calumnies and to shout 
that if I say that he and his master 
were in partnership in making them, 
I am "a premeditated and deliberate 
liar." 

The personal controversies between 
myself and this trio of partners can- 
not be dealt with collectively. Bach 
deserves a separate chapter, and the 
first shall be devoted to Mr. Greene. 
Two general remarks, however, will 
be made, applicable to each of them 
and to all the world. 
I. 

Mr. Greene says he had intended to 
review my career, but refrains be- 
cause he has been asked not to do so. 
Dr. Gallinger says that other matters 
might be dragged into the contro- 
versy, and that facts that have long 
been in his possession might be given 
to the public, but he will not give 
them. I have seen it stated that 
Democrats or others have comprom- 
ising letters of mine which might be 
given out if necessary. Mr. Greene 
further says that he has been told by 



a responsible Democrat and by a lead- 
ing Republican that a trade was en- 
tertained by which Amsden was to be 
governor, and a Republican speaker 
and a Republican senator elected* and 
Mr. Greene says he believes that Mr. 
Chandler was the Republican who 
proposed it. Ex- Speaker Upton, who 
has seen fit to enroll himself as one 
of the partners of G., G. & Co., 
and whose connection therewith will 
need a full chapter, also asks whether 
such a proposition was made to me, 
and insinuates that he and Mr. 
Greene have some joint ideas on this 
subject which they might give if they 
would. All these intimations are 
mere folly. I request every mortal 
man who knows, or thinks he knows, 
anything about me in connection near 
or remote with the pending contro- 
versy; or who has any letters of mine 
bearing thereon to make them pub- 
lic. I defy all such insinuations. 
That Messrs. Gallinger and Greene or 
any others of the coparceners are 
holding back any facts injurious to 
me, is an absurd idea. I denounce 
their suggestions to that effect as 
cowardice. 

n. 

Especially contemptible is it to sug- 
gest that facts or comments are held 
back on account of the condition of 
my health. Mr.Greene says he has been 
asked to refrain because I am a sick 
man, soon to be summoned before 
the last tribunal, and then venturing 
to use the name of the Deity, he dares 
in direct connection with his invoca- 
tion to apply to me the words "liar," 
"deliberate and wilful falsifier," 
"wicked assassinator of private char- 
acter," and to say that I have "the 
vilest heart that ever beat in human 
breast." 



It is true that the senatorial canvass 
of 1889 affected my health The false 
and wicked public charges of Dr. Gal- 
linger no doubt produced injurious 
and prostrating physical effects. I 
went to Carlsbad and came back meas- 
urably restored and am now fairly 
well. Mr. Greene need not forbear. 
He conducted the caucus assault upon 
me. He bolted my nomination as 
senator. He began this fight. Let 
him not now quit on the pretense 
that I am not well. He is a sicker 
man than I am. Neither should he 
cry about his "old mother, his wife, 
and his child" of 32 years of age. If 
a man enters into controversies such 
as he has opened up, he should let 
his mother, his wife, and his children 
take care of themselves while he main- 
tains his manhood and honor, if he can. 
When in the senatorial caucus of 
1889 he pushed to his feet Mr. Sullo- 
way to proclaim against me Dr. Gal- 
linger' s false charge of crime, upon 
whose wife and children did he then 
seek to cast a stain? 

Mr. Greene's Indictment for Perjury in 
1864. 

Mr. Greene in his attack on me v has 
himself given to the public certain 
facts in his own career which I have 
never wished to publish, and which I 
have sincerely hoped it would never 
be necessary to proclaim to the world. 
As he has, however, volunteered to 
challenge popular judgment thereon 
I reproduce them as bearing upon his 
truthfulness in his assertions against 
me in 1889 and in his statements now. 

In the summer of 1863 Mr. Greene, 
who believed he could avoid enroll- 
ment in New Hampshire by claiming 
to be a citizen of Massachusetts, and 
also escape enrollment in the latter 
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state by biding in Hopkinton, found 
himself caught in tbat town by both 
an enrollment and a draft. There- 
upon on September 24, 1863, he ob- 
tained exemption from, the draft by 
the affidavit which he lately read in 
the house as follows: 

I, Herman W. Greene, of Boston, 
Mass., make oath, and say that I have 
resided in Boston for the last nine 
years. I went there before I became 
of age, have always voted there, paid 
taxes there, and claim my residence 
there and nowhere else. I have 
been in Hopkinton only on visits 
from the time of my going to Boston 
until the present time. On account 
of non-residence, I claim exemption 
from the draft in said Hopkinton. 

HERMAN W. GREENE. 

Merrimack ss. Sept. 24, 1863. 

Personally appeared the above 
named Herman W. Greene, and made 
oath that the above affidavit by him 
subscribed is true. 

Before me: CHAS. P. SANBORN, 
Justice of the Peace. 

We, the subscribers, citizens of 
Hopkinton, hereby certify that we 
know the above named Herman W. 
Greene, and have been acquainted 
with him for the space of nine years 
and upwards; that to the best of our 
knowledge, information, and belief 
the statement of said Greene above 
named and sworn to is trfce. 

J. 0. TEBBETTS. 

FRED W. STANWOOD. 

Merrimack ss. Sept. 24th, 1863. 

Personally appearing the above 
named J. C. Tebbetts and Fred W. 
Stanwood.and made oath that the 
above affidavit by the subscribers is 
true. 

Before me: OH AS. P. SANBORN, 
Justice of the Peace. 

After swearing to the foregoing affi- 
davit and obtaining thereby exemption 
from the draft, Mr. Greene at the 
spring election of March 8, 1864, in 
Hopkinton, claimed to be a voter, had 



his name placed 6n the checklist, voted, 
and was also elected moderator. Six 
months' residence in the state was re- 
quired to make him a voter and there- 
fore certain citizens of New Hamp- 
shire went to General Edward W. 
Hinks, the U. S. provost marshal for 
the state, and he on March 21st com- 
plained of Mr. Greene for perjury 
committed to avoid the draft. U. S. 
District Attorney Rand took charge 
of the case; Mr. Greene and. the wit- 
nesses were taken before U. S. Com- 
missioner Asa Fowler, and he was 
bound over to the May term of the U. 
S. court at Portsmouth. Among the 
witnesses was Mr. Geo. K. Goodrich, 
now one of Mr. Greene's most inti- 
mate friends. May 12, Mr. Greene's 
counsel, Hon. Wm. L. Foster, moved 
to quash the indictment on the ground, 
in effect, that false swearing to evade 
a draft had not been by law made per- 
jury. May 12, 1865, the indictment 
was quashed on that ground, and no 
trial of the facts ever took place. 
The indictment is now missing from 
the files of the court, but a copy of 
the complaint and warrant of Judge 
Fowler is of record. 

Now to these facts, what is Mr. 
Greene's present defense? Almost 
nothing. He admits the facts, says he 
made a mistake, and had no criminal 
intent, and thereupon proceeds to 
call me a "coward and a cut-throat;" 
and again, "the assassin, the cur, and 
the coward," and to make a series of 
statements concerning my connection 
with this charge against him, almost 
none of which are true, as I shall pro- 
ceed to show. 

The only public allusion I ever made 
or caused to be made to the indict- 
ment against Mr. Greene was in my 
defense of November 22, 1800, against 



his public charge of attempted bri- 
bery against me. The language used 
by me was as follows: 

"Herman W. Greene is supposed to 
be a lawyer. He has never had any 
considerable practice except of a po- 
litical nature. He managed to secure 
an appointment, and later an election, 
as solicitor of Merrimack county; ana 
his administration of the office sub- 
jected him to grave suspicions. The 
town of Hopkinton is close, and he has 
managed to attach to himself a little 
knot of followers, and thereby to 
command the nomination as represen- 
tative. He became several years ago 
an adherent of Dr. Gallinger's, and 
through his aid received considerable 
prominence as a politician and some 
employment around the legislature, 
especially for the Concord Railroad in 
1887. His reputation for truthfulness 
is not good, owing largely to an inci- 
dent in his early life, a memorandum 
of which is annexed to this letter. 
Mr. Greene's friends have always be- 
spoken for him charity on account of 
this incident, because he was then 
young. But when statements derog- 
atory to others depend somewhat 
upon his reputation for truthfulness 
and his character, it is legitimate to 
look back and see how he started in 
life. A leopard does not change his 
spots." 

The memorandum spoken of as an- 
nexed to the letter was not printed in 
the appendix, but instead thereof was 
the following: 

Memorandum concerning Facts in 
Mr. Herman W. Greene's Career 
bearing upon the question 
whether His Word is to be re- 
lied ON WHEN HE IS MAKING INJU- 
RIOUS Charges against Another. 

[This memorandum is completed, 
but is not here printed. A copy of ii 
will be furnished to Mr. Greene, or to 
any one authorized by him to receive 

it.] 

Notwithstanding the very careful 
and considerate manner in which I 



thus treated the incident of Mr. 
Greene's early life he proceeds to 
make false statements concerning me 
as follows: 

In his pamphlet of Dec. 20, 1890, he 
says, — "For 27 years William E. 
Chandler has pursued me with a 
malignity that has been utterly devil- 
ish * * * I am a member of the leg- 
islature to convene on January 7th 
next and before that tribunal I shall 
take occasion to make answer to some 
of the stale charges against me orig- 
inated by William E. Chandler 27 
years ago, and kept alive by him ever 
since. At the same time I shall have 
something to say as to the character 
and conduct political and otherwise 
of my assailant." 

In his speech in the house he read 
his affidavit from what he called a 
circular, and said that for 28 years Mr. 
Chandler "when he has had oppor- 
tunity has printed a circular similar 
to this, and passed it either secretly 
to men with whom I was associated 
in order to injure me, or circulated it 
broadcast through the length of our 
state." In another part of the speech 
he speaks of the circular as one in* 
directly charging him with felony 
"which circular was caused by said 
Chandler to be placed in the hands of 
every Republican member of this 
body." 

He also says of the complaint against 
him: "Who signs it, after William E. 
Chandler in his own hand had drawn 
it?" 

He further says he called on me and 
I told him I knew nothing of the mat- 
ter, and would not make a complaint 
against him: and he adds: "He had it 
in his pocket signed then; had me ar- 
rested when the complainant was in 
Virginia." 
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Moreover he says: "Four times be- 
tween the making of that complaint 
and my discharge in the U. S. court, 
William E. Chandler said t» me this: 
'Mr. Greene, if you will abandon your 
Democracy and come to the rescue of 
the Republican party in your town, 
this prosecution shall be with- 
drawn.' " 

A plain narration will dispose of all 
these reckless charges. Mr. Greene's 
statement that for 27 years I have 
pursued him with malignity is wholly 
groundless. I have never been on 
unfriendly terms with him. I have 
visited him and slept at his house. 
He solicited from me a contribution 
for the Perkins Inn. I had no issue 
with him until he assailed me in cau- 
cus and then bolted the nomination. 
It is true that I happened to be Judge 
Fowler's law partner when as U. S. 
commissioner he issued the warrant 
against Mr. Greene required by the 
district attorney and sworn to by 
General Hinks, but I did not draw the 
complaint, — never had it in my pock- 
et or elsewhere, and I had little if 
anything to do with the business, and 
had forgotten that I ever knew of it 
until Mr. Greene once reminded me 
of it, in 1886. 

In 1864 1 was speaker of the house 
and chairman of the state committee. 
Does any one believe that four times 
I had a private interview with a Demo- 
crat, under indictment) and said to him 
that if he would become a Republican 
the prosecution should be withdrawn? 
The charge is false and is an invention 
of Mr. Greene's not even plausible. If 
I had said that to him four times, or 
even once, would he have kept it a 
secret for 27 years? 

The circular so called which Mr. 
Greene read in the house I have never 



circulated "through the length of the 
state." The extent of any public al- 
lusion or disclosure of mine, direct or 
indirect, concerning Mr. Greene's in- 
dictment has been above quoted from 
my defence dt November 22, 1890. 
After Mr. Greene's attack upon me in 
June, 1889, 1 sent to the clerk of the 
court for copies of the papers on file, 
and I also procured a copy of the affi- • 
davit, never having previously had 
any of them. After Col. Tuttle was 
nominated for governor he submitted 
to me three names of persons whom 
he was considering for chairman of 
the state committee, Messrs. Herman 
W. Greene, D. Arthur Taggart, and 
Frank O. Churchill, in that order. Mr. 
Greene was actively canvassing for 
the chairmanship. I knew that Dr. 
Gallinger had made Mr. Greene chair- 
man of one of our state conventions, 
and that with his own hand he had 
written ballots for Mr. Greene to be 
used in 1888 at the state committee 
meeting when he later concluded to 
himself usurp the chairmanship. I 
determined to prevent, if possible, 
such a blunder as the election ef Mr. 
Greene to conduct Col. Tuttle's cam- 
paign. I therefore put in type Mr. 
Greene's affidavit and the other facts 
making the circular which Mr. Greene 
read in the house. Ten copies only 
were printed. Six I now have, and 
no one has ever seen them. 

The four others were sent by me in 
letters to Messrs. Tuttle, Taggart, and 
Moore, our candidates, and Hon. Ben- 
jamin A. Kimball, unless I fail to re- 
member correctly a memorandum 
which is now in New Hampshire. 
Which of these four Mr. Greene read 
in the house I do not know, but each 
of those gentlemen is freely author- 
ized to make public my letter to him 
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enclosing the printed paper. So Mr. 
Greer e is entitled to the sole credit 
of -again bringing to public view the 
details of his offence of 27 years ago. 
Much good may it do him! 

This chapter is growing tedious. 
For the present I leave Mr. v Greene 
with one further statement of the is- 
suer—If i*t> clearly appears that he is 
deliberately and wilfully untruthful 
in his charge that I originated the 
prosecution for perjury against him 
in 1864, nothing else that he says in 
connection with the present contro- 
versy is worthy of the least belief. 
That he is so untruthful is evident from 
the papers annexed to my signature 
to this letter, which show that the 
Bole author of the proceedings for 
perjury was Mr. Greene's present 
neighbor and associate, the venerable 
and veteran Republican, Mr. George 
K. Goodrich. 

It is pleasing to notice that the leg- 
islature has passed a resolution of con- 
fidence in the integrity of the presi- 
dent of the Sequachee Valley Com- 
pany. It reminds me of two stories. 
(1.) A resident of Maine of bad char- 
acter and life being reproached there- 
for, asserted that he was the only one 
of the party present who could show 
a verdict of acquittal by a petit jury 
of York county. He was told that it 
would not be a very strong letter of 
introduction to travel on. (2.) A man 
was tried for stealing a barrel of pork. 
The facts were clear, but he was 
promptly acquitted. The foreman be- 
ing asked to explain the strange ver- 
dict, said that every juryman had re- 
ceived some of the pork. 

W. E. CHANDLER. 
Washington, March 6, 1891. 



Appendix. 

[From the Concord Independent Democrat of 
- March 31, 1864. J . / 

ARRESTED FOR PERJURY. 

Herman W. Greene of Hopkinton 
was arrested on complaint of Brig. 
Gen. Hinks and brought before Judge 
Fowler, commissioner of the U. S. 
district court, on Friday last, for trial 
for perjury, in swearing himself clear 
from the a raft. It appeared that said 
Greene was enrolled in Hopkinton, 
and in August last was drafted from 
that town, being himself called, as a 
citizen of Hopkinton, to witness the 
fairness of the draft, which took place 
in Concord. On the 24th of Septem- 
ber last Greene went before a justice 
of the peace and made oath that his 
residence was in Boston, Mass. ; that 
he had resided there for nine years; 
had never been in Hopkinton except 
on a visit during that time, and on 
that affidavit claimed and obtained an 
exemption from the draft. 

On the 3d of December, 1863, said 
Greene at a town meeting in Hopkin- 
ton acted as a voter, and was chosen 
as a member of a town committee ap- 
pointed at that meeting, and acted as 
such. At the last election he claimed 
the right to vote in Hopkinton— ob- 
jection was made, the affidavit used 
to exempt him from the draft wsb 
shown to him and the selectmen, but 
he then swore before the selectmen 
that Hopkinton was his residence, and 
had been for nine months, and that 
he had a right to vote there. His 
name was put upon the list and he 
was elected moderator of the meeting. 
It also appeared that Greene was a 
lawyer of considerable professional 
experience. The commissioner or- 
dered Greene to be bound over in the 
sum of $2,000, to appear at the U. S. 
circuit court, to be held in May next. 

[From the Boston Herald of April 9, 1864. J 
(COMMUNICATION.) 

To the Editor of the Boston Herald: 
In your edition of the 1st inst. (ex- 
tract from Concord, N. H., Democrat) 
mention is made of my arrest on 
complaint of Brig. Gen. Hinks, for 
perjury, accompained by such state- 
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merits as to what appeared at the 
hearing before the commissioner, 
when oAly the government testimony 
was adduced, that I feel it my duty to 
correct them, as they are calculated 
. to prejudice the public mind. 

It did appear that on the 24th of 
Sept., 1863, I subscribed an affidavit 
in substance as stated, and reiterated 
the same on the 8th day of March, in 
the presence of the officers of the 
town, and that my name was retained 
upon the check list by the selectmen 
after having a full statement of facts. 
The testimony offered by the prose- 
cution proved beyond question that I 
did not swear to or claim that I had a 
right to vote in the town of Hopkin- 
ton; that my name was not placed 
upon the check list at my suggestion 
or request, and that on the morning 
of election I stated to the officers of 
the town, publicly, that I did not de- 
sire to vote unless upon the whole 
facts I had an unquestionable right so 
to do. 

It did not appear that on the 8d 
Dec, 1863, 1 acted as a voter in said 
town, or was chosen a ^member of a 
town committee. It did not appear 
that the affidavit of Sept. 24th was 
produced, read, or shown, either to 
me or to the officers of the town, or 
that upon such producing, reading, 
or showing, I then swore or claimed a 
right to vote. It did not appear upon 
any testimony whatever, that my 
name was then placed upon the check 
list, or that I was either a lawyer or 
doctor of considerable or inconsider- 
able professional experience. I was 
ordered to give bonds in the sum as 
stated, but whether for the reason 
that I voted as my conscience dicta- 
ted or for the purpose of gratifying 
the malicious animosity of a private 
and political enemy,specially pleaded, 
I am unable to decide. Not one par- 
ticle of evidence was produced that 
the affidavit of Sept. 24th was not per- 
fectly true, or that I had in any way 
committed the offence with which I 
was charged. It did appear that the 
whole prosecution was instigated by a 
man who was forced to admit his indi- 
vidual hatred, and whose character and 
career is well known to many residents 



of your city, and about whom informa- 
tion can be derived from the records of 
your courts. Herman W. Greene. 
Hopkinton, N. H., April 4th, 1864. 

[From the Concord, N.H., Independent Demo- 
crat of Apr. 21, 1864.] 

"DROWNING MEN CATCH AT STRAWS." 

(FOB the independent democrat) • 

The adage was never more fully ex- 
emplified than in the attempt of H. 
W. Greene in a letter to the Boston 
Herald to blind the public, and de- 
ceive his friends as to the true intent 
and object of his arrest for perjury. 
He charges the commissioner with the 
desire to please a malicious and pol- 
itical enemy, in requiring him to give 
bonds for his appearance at the cir- 
cuit court to be hoiden at Portsmouth 
the 8th of May. He attempts to con- 
ceal the fact that the crime was com- 
mitted in order to deprive the gov- 
ernment of his services as a soldier — 
and labors to make it appear that it 
was only for illegal voting. This 
"malicious enemy" of whom he 
speaks is undoubtedly myself, and I 
can only say that I have been only 
influenced by the motto, Pro Bono 
Publico. I know no good reason why 
my sons and the sons of my neighbors 
should labor cheerfully year after 
year to maintain the integrity of their 
country, and then perhaps lay down 
their lives for the same holy cause, 
and he be allowed to shirk his share 
of the responsibility by committing 
an infamous fraud upon the govern- 
ment. George K. Goodrich. 

Hopkinton, N. H. 



Mr. Greene's Falsehood About Clerk Dick- 
ey's Resignation. 

United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C, Feb. 28, 1891. 
My Dear Mr. Dickey:— You will 
see by newspaper extracts that I am 
charged with having induced you to 
withhold your resignation as clerk; 
and Mr. H. W. Greene says that he 
has a letter from you to that effect. 
On November 15th, at noon, I had a 
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little talk with you at the Eagle Hotel, 
and knowing how yon were being beset 
by others I confined myself to giving 
you an exact description of the politi- 
cal situation as I understood it, from 
which I thought you could readily 
infer my opinion. In the afternoon 
on the way to Dover, when you came 
and seated yourself by me in the cars 
and we resumed our conversation. I 
took occasion to say to you tha£ 1 
thought you ought to resign. I ap- 
preciated, however, your hesitation 
in view of the fact that you were 
called upon in advance of a decision 
to call an extra session to resign in 
order to compel the calling of such an 
extra session, and certainly said I 
thought you should make the question 
one of mere duty, as you should 
understand your duty. 

I shall be glad to have you write me 
a letter which I can make public on 
the question whether at any time I 
advised you to withhold your resigna- 
tion. Yours truly, 

Wm. E. Chandler. 

Geo. A. Dickey, Esq., So. Berwick, 
Me. 

[NEWSPAPER EXTRACTS.] 

Monitor, Feb. 25, 1891. Mr. 
Greene's speech. "If Mr. Goodell 
wanted the resignation of Mr. Dickey 
why did he not get it? Because Wil- 
liam E. Chandler caused him to with- 
hold it, and I have in my hand a let- 
ter from Mr. Dickey which so states." 

Mirror, Feb. 26, 1891. Mr. Greene's 
speech. "If .Governor Goodell want- 
ed the resignation of Clerk Dickey 
why did he not get it? * * Why did 
Governor Goodell not receive from 
Clerk Dickey, who was an honorable 
man, that resignation? I state here, 
knowing the responsibility of my as- 
sertion, that it was because William 
E. Chandler prevented it and made 
Clerk Dickey withhold that resigna- 
tion, and have therefore made him 
subject to unfavorable comments and 
unjust criticism, and I hold in my 
pocket a letter of Mr. Dickey that re- 
cites it, and perhaps he may take up- 
on himself the responsibility of con- 
firming the last statement." 



South Berwick, Me,, March 2, 1891. 
Hon. W. E. Chandler, 

Dear Sir: Your favor of the 28th 
ult. just received. In it you call my 
attention to certain extracts from the 
newspaper reports of a speech made 
by Mr. H. W. Greene, in which he 
referred to my resignation of the 
clerkship of the New Hampshire house 
of representatives, and ask me to 
state whether^ at any time, you ad- 
vised me to withhold my resignation. 
In reply will say that according to my 
recollection you rever so advised me, 
but that you approved of the proposi- 
tion I made to you to resign after the 
extra session was called, if one was 
called, and that you approved of the 
course I pursued in the matter. 

I was convinced beyond a doubt that 
I had a perfect legal right to organize 
the house, and consequently hesitated 
to vacate my office and thus become 
the cause of an extra session of the 
legislature, and yet, if demanded for 
the public welfare and the interest of 
the Republican party, I was ready to 
resign at the request of the proper 
authority, even before the session was 
called: and so stated at the time. I 
have never stated to any one anything 
different from this or intended to con- 
vey any different impression, either 
in letter or in conversation. 
Yours respectfully, 

Geo. A. Dickey. 

Memorandum. When I urged an 
extra session upon Governor Goodell 
he gave me to understand that he 
should have no hesitation in calling it 
if Mr. Dickey resigned. I was there- 
fore very anxious to have him resign. 
But it occurred to me that he was be- 
ing roughly urged and I tried to treat 
him with the utmost consideration, 
and when he told me that he was un- 
willing to take the first affirmative 
step to make an extra session neces- 
sary, but that the governor and coun- 
cil ought to decide that a session was 
needed, and if they so decided he 
would at once resign, I respected his 
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decision and cordially acquiesced 
in it as the best that could be 
accomplished under the circum- 
stances. This acquiescence is what 
Mr. Dickey speaks of as my appro- 
val. I should have preferred a 
resignation at once; but he was of 
opinio q that he could act as clerk and 
did not think he ought to force an 



extra session. He seemed to me to 
be acting all through in a conscien- 
tious and honorable way. Later I 
understood that some Republicans 
thought an extra session could be 
avoided if Mr. Dickey would resign, 
but how his resignation would make 
an extra session unnecessary I never 
comprehended. w. e. c. 



A SECOND PRELIMINARY CHAPTER. 



MR. HIRAM D. UPTON. 



Mr. Upton has furnished to his 
friend,Mr.Greene, for publication, two 
letters, dated January 22d and 24th, 
assailing me. I have also heard that 
Messrs. Heath, Faulkner, Cummings, 
and Huntington have felt hurt at my 
criticism of them in connection with 
their agreement with the Democrats 
that there should be no legislation at 
the extra session in December; al- 
though no one of the four has made any 
direct complaint to me, as each had 
ample right to do, loudly, if he felt 
aggrieved. Mr. Cummings, however, 
in his letter to Mr. Greene dated Jan- 
uary 13th, says that I am "a falsifier and 
assassinator of other men's charac- 
ters." 

A careful and fair reconsideration of 
the facts, now historic, will show that 
neither Mr. Upton nor any of these 
gentlemen have any just ground for 
complaint on aecount of anything 
publicly said by me about them. 
Carefully reviewing all that was pub- 
lished I find that the severest state- 
ments made were as follows: 

In the Statesman of Dec. 11th, 1890, 
it is said: " Republicans of the state al- 
so desire to know why the speaker and 
the Republicans of the judiciary com- 
mittee entered into a negotiation and 
bargain with the Democrats. ***** 
What was the bargain? Why was it 
made? What need was there of any 
bargain? What did the Republicans 



obtain as a consideration for making 
it? Will Messrs.Upton, Heath, Faulk- 
ner, Cummings, and Huntington 
kindly make a full statement on the 
subject?' ' 

In the Monitor of Dec. 18th, 1890, it 
is said: "It is admitted that Mr. Speak- 
er Upton and certain representatives 
met in this city on Friday, November 
28th, and came to an understanding 
that after the election of a clerk of the 
house the legislature should adjourn 
without any further action relative to 
the organization of the next house. 
It is also admitted that between Fri- 
day ^.nd the next Tuesday this under- 
standing was communicated to certain 
Democratic leaders in and out of the 
house, and was made the basis of a 
bargain with them which Mr. C. A. 
Sulloway says was an honorable orie, 
but refuses to state its terms. * * * 
Will Mr. Speaker Upton, a distin- 
guished and highly honored leader of 
the Republican party, give the full 
particulars? What was the arrange- 
ment of Friday? What Republicans 
were present and by what authority 
did they undertake to forestall the ac- 
tion of the legislature called to meet 
on the next Tuesday? What negotia- 
tions were had with the Democrats? 
Who participated in them on both 
sides and when and where were they 
held and how many interviews took 
plaoe? Why were they kept secret 
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from Republicans? Why was any bar- 
gain, honorable or otherwise, with the 
Democrats necessary when there was 
25 Republican majority in the house 
and 12 in the senate? , Will Mr. Upton 
speak and speak fully and elaborately 
and keep nothing back ? * * * Will 
Speaker Upton who knows, tell us the 
whole story, what the bargain was 
and what ib was not? Did it have any 
railroad element in it'i " 

In the Monitor of Dec. 16th it is 
said: "The persons who, beside Mr. 
Greene and Mr. Sulloway, know what 
this bargain wa3 are Messrs. Hiram t). 
Upton, speaker, Isaac L. Heath, 
Francis C. Faulkner, George W. Cum- 
mings, and Newton S. Huntington. 
I call upon each and all of these gen- 
tlemen, * whose Republicanism has 
hitherto been above suspicion, to make 
a signed statement showing what their 
bargain with the Democrats was. 
* * * Messrs. Upton, Heath, Faulk- 
ner, Oummings, and Huntington must 
have been grossly deceived when they 
fell into Mr. Greene's trap. Or was 
one or more of them a party to his 
treasonable scheme? Perish the 
thought I Yet they will always be 
under suspicion unless they state 
promptly what the bargain was with 
the Democrats into which they did 
enter, and show that it did not include 
Mr. Greene's larger and baser scheme 
which is now in full progress toward 
success." 

If there are any other specific ut- 
terances of which Messrs* Upton, 
Heath, Faulkner, Cummings, or Hunt- 
ington complain as unjust, I call upon 
them here and now to point them out. 
It will be very difficult for any one of 
these gentlemen to show that any in- 
justice has been done him. On the 
contrary it easily appears that they 



have all been very leniently dealt with 
by the Republicans of the ^tate as well 
as by me, considering their action in 
connection with the extra session. 

Mr. Upton and Mr. Greene earnest- 
ly opposed calling an extra session. 
After it was called, a meeting conduct- 
ed by them, of a few members of the 
house was held at Concord, Friday, 
November 28th. On Monday morn- 
ing, December 1st, Mr. Upton tele- 
graphed Mr. A. W. Sulloway at Frank- 
lin to come to Concord bringing with 
him Mr. E. B. S. Sanborn, and these 
two Democratic leaders came in re- 
sponse to Mr. Upton's . summons, and 
Mr. Sanborn conferred with Mr. Up- 
ton. The latter said he was anxious 
to have a clerk elected without fric- 
tion and Mr. Sanborn said there would 
be no difficulty about this if it could 
be understood that there should be no 
legislation; and an agreement was 
reached between the two to this ef- 
fect. [Mr. Sanborn told me these 
facts during the argument of the man- 
damus proceedings before the supreme 
court, and said there was no secret 
about the arrangement.] Sometime 
during the same day, or in the evening 
a meeting of Messrs. Upton, Heath, 
Cummings, Faulkner, and other Re- 
publicans took place in Senator Sin- 
clair's room in the New Eagle Hotel 
with Messrs. Sanborn, Bingham, 
Jones, Sinclair, Amsden, J. W. San- 
born, and others. At this meeting 
Mr. Upton and Mr. Sanborn were ap- 
pointed a committee for some pur- 
pose. 

As the result of the foregoing nego- 
tiations after the house had elected a 
clerk, the senate bill for legislation 
was postponed by the votes of 125 
Democrats and 38 Republicans led by 
Messrs. Upton, Heath, Gumming*, 
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Faulkner, and Huntington, as well as 
Messrs. Greene and 0. A. Sulloway, 
against the votes of 108 Republicans 
and 2 Democrats. 

Is it asked what is the proof of this 
most extraordinary political proceed- 
ing? It is not now seriously denied 
by any one. Mr. Oummings with 
great hardihood in his letter to Mr. 
Greene of January 13th, says the bar- 
gain did not exist; but Mr. Faulkner 
in his letter of the 26th, and Mr. Hun- 
tington in his letter, only deny that 
they had knowledge of it. Mr. Heath 
gives Mr. Greene no letter. Mr. O. A. 
Sulloway in the caucus of Dec. 3d 
said: "I shall not vote for the senate 
bill or for any other political meas- 
ure. To do so would be treachery. 
It would be to stab in the back honor- 
able Democrats with whom an ar- 
rangement was made by means of 
which we have elected our clerk. 
What that arrangement was I do not 
know and I would not tell you if I 
did." Mr. Upton in his letter to Mr. 
Greene of January 22d admits the 
conference of Nov. 28th, but denies 
that it agreed to promote adjourn- 
ment without legislation after elect- 
ing a clerk, and admits the conference 
of Democrats and Republicans on 
Monday, at which he says: "Mr. 
Sanborn and myself were requested 
to confer regarding any matter upon 
which the two parties might be able 
to agree, but particularly with regard 
to the roll, it being well known that 
there were upwards of 40 members 
whose seats were in question. We 
reached no agreement up to the hour 
of the assembling of the house at 11 
o'clock Tuesday. At the last moment 
Mr. Sanborn suggested referring the 
whole subject to the judiciary com- 
mittee, to which after a hasty consul- 



tation with yourself I assented." Mr. 
Upton nowhere denies the bargain 
that there should be no legislation, 
unless he does so in the above words. 
The conferences with the Democrats 
and the arrangement that there 
should be no legislation are distinctly 
admitted by Mr. Greene in his pam- 
phlet of Dec. 22, 1890. 

The correspondent of the Manches- 
ter Mirror— Col. Arthur E. Clarke — 
a man of information and acuteness, 
said in the Mirror of December 3d: 
"Concord, December 3. That an 
agreement has been made between 
one of the prominent Republicans and 
certain Democrats that no legislation 
will be allowed if the Republicans in 
question can prevent it is quite cer- 
tain." 

But while now it is beyond dispute 
that there was an agreement with the 
Democrats that there should be no 
legislation, it was to the public only 
a rumor at the time it was made 
and carried out. The rumor justly 
alarmed the Republicans of the state, 
who knew of no reason why the Re- 
publicans of the house with a ma- 
jority of 25, not liable to be reduced 
below 10 in any contingency, should 
enter into treaties and trades with 
the Democrats. Many other facts 
now known, and which will not be 
here recited, began to come to the 
surface, particularly the story that 
Mr. Greene not only conducted to a 
finish the bargain that there should 
be no legislation at the extra session, 
but negotiated for a further bargain 
with the Democrats that the house of 
the coming legislature should be or- 
ganized under a compromise by 
which he should be elected speaker, 
Amsden governor instead of Tuttle, 
and Dr. Gallinger chosen senator. 
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In this situation, during the excit- 
ing days between the adjournment of 
the extra session without action and 
the meeting of the new legislature on 
January 7th the Monitor and States- 
man called upon Messrs. Upton, 
Heath, Faulkner, Oummings, and 
Huntington, leaders of the 38 Repub- 
licans who had , made a combination 
with the Democrats, to explain to the 
public what they had been doing and 
the reasons for it. The call was an 
appropriate 6ne. It was made in re- 
spectful though earnest language. 
It voiced the universal desire of the Re- 
publicans of the state. Their suspicions 
had been aroused when they saw this 
coalition of 38 Republicans with the' 
Democrats. They had a right to 
know what their trusted speaker and 
these hitherto trusted Republicans 
had done, and why they had done it. 
But there came no response. Every 
one was as silent as the grave. To 
this day, to this hour, even in the let- 
ters to Mr. Greene, in which they at- 
tempt some denials, they wholly fail 
to utter one affirmative word stating 
what their b%rgain was with Sanborn, 
Sinclair, Jones, Bingham, and the 
other Democrats, and whj/ they made 
it, Until they make this affirmative 
statement they will continue to stand 
delinquent before the Republicans of 
New Hampshire. 

Among all the 38 Republicans who 
combined with the Democrats to pre- 
vent legislation at the extra session 
Mr. Upton stands the most conspicuous 
and the most responsible. Without 
him the combination would not have 
been successful. Messrs. Greene and 
Sulloway were under suspicion and 
had no characters to lose. Mr. Upton 
was then above suspicion and there- 



fore was the more powerful and dan- 
gerous when he joined the combina- 
tion. He did join it at an early day. 
Secretly and not openly in the Repub- 
lican conferences which were held he 
tried to prevent an extra session. 
When it was called he began his la- 
bors to make it as useless as possible. 
He planned his bargain with the Dem- 
ocrats on Friday, the 28th. On Mon- 
day, the lst,he hastened into conspir- 
acy with them by summoning them to 
Concord by telegraph. As speaker he 
had vast power, and he used it unre- 
lentingly. He appointed the banker, 
Oummings, chairman of the judiciary 
committee composed of lawyers, to ' 
do his bidding. He placed^Mr. Greene 
on the committee, and appointed him 
leader in the house to carry out the 
bargain with the Democrats. By some 
curious process of arithmetic about a 
quorum he undertook to show Repub- 
licans that the more Republican names 
were left off the roll, the surer the 
Republican majority t became! With 
the assiduity and perseverance of a 
demon he labored to defeat the will 
of the great majority of the Republi- 
cans of the legislature, and to prevent 
the legislation which with few excep- 
tions the wisest and ablest Republi- 
cans of the state desired, and which 
the Democrats unanimously dreaded 
and fought with desperation to defeat. 
What Mr. Upton's motive may have 
been, time will reveal. Publicly I 
have said nothing about him except 
to make appeals to him to tell what 
his bargain with the Democrats was, 
and why he made it. This he has re- 
fused to do, but he has furnished to 
Mr. Greene two letters of attack upon 
me which I will notice in closing this 
chapter. 
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Mr. Upton in his public letters and 
in hie private correspondence with 
me lays graat stress upon my charge 
that the bargain with the Democrats 
that there should be no legislation be- 
gan on Friday, November 28th. It is 
this which he has most vehemently 
denied; and he has under circumstan- 
ces amounting to threats demanded 
that I should retract it. My reply has 
been and is that I desire to do him no 
injustice; that preliminary to any 
withdrawal of any charge, I wish to 
know from him what was actually 
done on November 28th and on Dece ru- 
ber 1st, and subsequently; and I have 
also frankly said that as long as I 
think that a bargain was made with 
the Democrats on Monday I shall be- 
lieve it was planned on the previous 
Friday. It is not material when we 
were betrayed whether on Friday or 
on Monday. The treason was ar- 
ranged and did its work* 

n. 

Mr. Upton says: "In regard to the 
size of our majority Mr. Chandler has 
said to me that it could not be over 6 
or 8 with the census enumerators left 
out, which he thought might have to 
be done." Mr. Upton is mistaken. I 
never placed the majority less than 11 
with the census enumerators left out, 
and t never dreamed of leaving them 
out. It seems Mr. Upton did; as a 
part of his wonderful mathematics f r 
increasing the Republican majority 
by leaving out Republicans! 

in. 

Mr. Upton in his letter of January 
24th says: "I would like to be informed 
whether a proposition was made to 



Mr. Chandler before the extra session 
was called, by Democrats, looking to 
the election of Mr. Amsden as gover- 
nor, and a Republican senator and 
speaker, with a division of the minor 
offices between the parties. I would 
like to ask him whether he indignant- 
ly spurned such an offer, or whether 
he considered it." 

I reply that no such proposition 
was ever made to me or considered 
by me. That was Mr. Greene's prop- 
osition to Mr. Churchill. I suspect 
that Mr. Upton knew all about it. 

IV. 

Mr. Upton says: "I would also like 
to know whether it was he who ad- 
vised Mr. Dickey to withhold his res- 
ignation." 

Mr. Upton can know. I did not ad- 
vise him to withhold; I advised him to 
send in his resignation. 

v. 

Mr. Upton also says: u Did he enter 
into or contemplate any bargains 
with Democrats? Was there any rail- 
road in these negotiations?" 

I cheerfully answer, 1*>; and renew 
my request to every human being 
knowing any facts about me in this 
connection to make them public. • 

In conclusion I am compelled to re- 
peat concerning my assailant, Mr. 
Speaker Upton,that as soon as the 4th 
of November revealed the closeness of 
our election, the necessity of an extra 
session, and the importance of legis- 
lation, he, an able, honored, and 
trusted Republican official, began his 
labors to prevent the session and to 
defeat legislation, and worked with a 
demoniac subtlety, zeal, and earnest- 
ness to put all possible obstacles in the 
way of Republican success and the 
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election of Hiram A. Tattle as gover- 
nor. His entire motives and full plans 
cannot now be accurately disclosed. 
But I have no doubt that the moving 
power was that which has captured 
and now^iolds so many Republicans; 



that of rum and railroads. Jones and 
Sinclair's partnership with G., G. & 
Go, is a wide one and embraces many 
secret partners. 

W. E.fCHANDLBB. 

Concord, N. H. f March 16, 1891. 



THIRD PRELIMINARY CHAPTER. 



JAQOB H. GALLINGER.— EVENTS PRIOR TO iSoo-'gi. 



In the speech of Dr. Gallinger in the 
house on the 24th of February, 1891, 
there was an important omission. If 
he had desired or intended to be truth- 
ful, just and manly, he would have 
begun thus: 

I, Jacob H. Gallinger, do make, pub- 
lish, and declare a confession, retrac- 
tion, and apology as follows: I ad- 
mit that on the 13th day of June, 1889, 
at my rooms in the Phenix Hotel, in 
Concord, in company with Herman 
W. Greene, Gyrus A. Sulloway, Rob- 
ert W. Welch, and George E. Varney, 
I devised and planned the charge 
against Senator Chandler that in his 
behalf $600 had been offered to a 
member to vote for his renomination 
in the Republican caucus to be held on 
that day, and that $1,200 had been 
offered for two other votes; and, by 
the months of said Greene, Sulloway, 
and Varney I caused said charge to be 
openly * made in said caucus. The 
charge was untrue and I well knew it 
to be untrue at the time. Neverthe- 
less, by the fear that my own vote 
would be insignificant, I was led to 
cause it to be suddenly sprung on the. 
caucus, to the defamation and injury 
of my associate and friend. I hereby 
retract and apologize for this false 
charge against Mr. Chandler, and re- 
quest my friends and partners, Messrs. 
Greene and Sulloway, to repent and 
do likewise. 



Such a correct and courageous 
statement as the above, uttered in his 
clear and distinct voice, and also 
signed by him and handed to the 
speaker with the request that it might 
be entered on the journals of the 
house, would have been a fitting and 
helpful prelude to such further state- 
ments as he might afterward have 
made. It would have wholly banished 
to oblivion the private quarrel, and 
would have tended to give credence 
to those denials of that political per- 
fidy and that bargaining of his which 
now remain extremely natural and 
probable offences to be committed by 
one who would invent, put forth, and 
persist in the libel against his brother 
Republican which is brought home 
and fastened upon him by irrefraga- 
ble circumstances. Confession is ul- 
timately good for the soul, however 
disagreeable it may be at first, but 
persisting in cruel falsehood against 
one's fellows is sure, as time makes 
all things even, to result at last in bit- 
ter fruits. The high position to which 
the libeller has attained, by whatever 
means, does not exempt him from the 
obligations of decency and honor, his 
continued disregard of which he will 
as time passes find have cost him 
many penalties. 

Having made a bad start Dr. Gallin- 
ger does not improve as he proceeds. 
His carefully prepared paper is re- 
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markable both for what it does not, as 
well as for what it does say. First I 
will deal with what he does say. 



He charges against me personal 
hostility to him prior to June 13, 1889. 
Like the similar charge against me 
made by his partner Greene, tjiis as- 
sertion is absolutely destitute of 
foundation. It is a deliberate inven- 
tion concocted to break (he force of 
the wrong of the attack made by him 
upon me in 1889. No fact whatever 
can be shown as a plausible basis for 
the invention. From 1863 when Dr. 
Gallinger came to Concord until he 
made his oharge against me in caucus, 
uninterrupted relations of amity ex- 
isted between us, sometimes intimate, 
never broken even by the few natur- 
al differences of opinion which hap- 
pened at one time or another; and he 
favored (so he said) my eleotion as 
senator in 1887; and notwithstanding 
his candidacy against me in 1889 there 
was no friction nor cause of serious 
difference prior to the caucus. To 
prove to candid men his charge of my 
hostility against him beginning in 
1878, facts must be specified. He has 
been exceedingly unfortunate in his 
attempt* to show them. 

He says that in that year, 1878, 1 at- 
tacked him in my newspaper, intima- 
ting that as stat4 senator he had been 
influenced by corrupt means on a 
"oertain railroad bill v " and he adds: 
**The motive was evident. My polit- 
ioal shadow was lengthening in Con- 
cord and tine wicked purpose was 
formed to destroy me as a political 
faotor." This is a characteristic van- 
ity. I have never hindered but often 
have aided his continuous political 



ambition. He need not flatter him- 
self that I ever thought his lengthen- 
ing shadow in Concord would pass 
harmfully over me or mine. Yet if 
before deciding thus to proclaim his 
own greatness he had been sufficient- 
ly mindful that there have been 
homes on which his lengthening shad-: 
ow has indeed banefully fallen, he 
would have shrunk with remorse in- 
stead of stretching with conceit. Bat 
I never feared or reproached him. 
His own conscience may be his only 
accuser. 

The History of the railroad bill 
which he most unfortunately for him- 
self recalls to public view throws a 
flood of light upon the oharacter and 
career of Dr. Gallinger. What he was 
in 1878 he is in 1891, a seeker after 
railroad favor,— whether corruptly or 
not in 1878 he knows. I have not 
made such a charge, but I now nar- 
rate the facts. 

The legislature of 1878 was that in 
which, in dealing with the reports of 
the tax commission, a determined ef- 
fort was made to revise and improve 
our tax laws, and notably the law for 
the taxation of railroads. The rail- 
roads, especially the Montreal com- 
pany, bitterly fought the bill. 

In 1877 the whole railroad taxation 
was $154,170.67; that of the Montreal 
road was $12,255:30. In 1878 the whole 
was $161,578.34, that of the Montreal 
road $16,692.07. 

In 1879 under the operation of the 
new law the whole taxation was $215,- 
094.72, an increase over 1878 of $53,- 
516.38; that of the Montreal was $37,- 
586.90, an increase over 1878 of $20,- 
894.83, over 1877 of $25,331.60. The 
Montreal railroad had been outra- 
geously swindling the tax- payers of 
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the state for many years, as every- 
body knew. 

Dr. Gallinger, then state senator 
from Concord, did his best to prevent 
this increased taxation of the Mon- 
treal road. The Monitor and States- 
man did their best to secure the in- 
crease. A concise history of the 
struggle will be contained in the Ap- 
pendix to this series of papers. 1 [See 
Appendix.] If Dr. Gallinger was 
honest he was no less a pliant tool of 
the Montreal railroad. If he deems 
the history creditable to him, let him 
take occasion so to prove. 

A careful examination of the col- 
umns of the Monitor and Statesman 
shows no criticism of Dr. Gallinger 
worse 4 than the following, which is 
doubtless what he now complains of: 

"Senator Gallinger's motives or the 
reasons for his action may be what- 
ever he chooses to assert or his con- 
stituents to believe 1 . It is enough 
here to say that there was in the leg- 
islature no more complete or danger- 
ous instrument of the Montreal Rail- 
road than he proved himself to be, 
and it was not through any fault or 
effort on his part that the bill for 
equal taxation of railroads was not 
destroyed." ***** u Ifc wou i<j be 
charitable to conclude that in the 
hurry and bustle of the session, with 
great crowds about him, Senator Gal- 
linger's usually clear head became 
confused, and that he acted without 
fully realizing that he was being made 
an instrument of the Montreal road 
to do a wrong." ^ 

It is clear that Dr. Gallinger does 
not improve his reputation by recall- 
ing the discreditable opposition he 
made in the legislature of 1878 to the 
new tax laws which secured an in. 



orease of over $53,000 in the railroad 
taxes*, and it is certain that he was 
treated very mildly by the Monitor 
and Statesman. He says the attack 
made upon him was a "wicked and 
false charge." It clearly appears to 
have been a just and not a severe 
criticism of him. 

But he says he wrote a reply to the 
attacks made upon him, tried to get 
it published in the Monitor, and it 
was rejected by my direction,although 
he renewedly offered it as an adver- 
tisement. I have no recollection 
whatever upon this subject, but I do 
not hesitate to enter an absolute de- 
nial of the truth of the statement, and 
to call for proof of it, if Dr. Gallinger 
has anything to give but his own 
naked, unsupported assertion. The 
reasons for disbelief and denial are as 
follows: (1.) If his "brtef and digni- 
fied reply" to a "wicked and false 
charge" that he had as state senator 
been "influenced by corrupt means" 
had been refused admission to the 
Monitor he would beyond doubt have 
published it in some other paper, with 
a statement that the Monitor had re- 
fused it. Let him produce such other 
publication, if there is one. (2.) The 
editor of the paper is dead with whom 
Dr. Gallinger had his conference, if 
any, and he knows he cannot be con- 
tradicted by the other party thereto. 
(3.) No other contribution of Dr. 
Gallinger was ever refused publication 
in the Monitor and Statesman. He 
has been a frequent and voluminous 
contributor, and his writings h&ve 
always been published. (4.) Most con- 
clusive of all of the incorrectness of 
his charge is the publication of sever- 
al articles of Dr. Gallinger's at the 
very time when he say* this reply 
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was rejected. He had a controversy 
with Hon. N. G. Ordway about the 
Merrimack county poor farm and the 
panper system. August 16, 1878, the 

t Monitor contains one and a half col- 
umns signed by Dr. Gallinger on this 
subject, and also a column giving the 
official report signed by him as chair- 
man of the delegation. August 21st 
Mr. Or d way replies; and August 22d 
Dr. Gallinger has in the Monitor an- 
other long defence, occupying a whole 
column, signed by him and headed by 
the editor, "A final word on the pau- 
per question.' 1 But my letter which 
he calls an attack upon him on the 
railroad taxation question had been 
published two days earlier; in the 
Monitor of Aug. 20th. It cannot 
be believed that Dr. Gallinger was 

« thus. allowed the fullest possible space 
to defend himself on the pauper ques- 
tion and was not allowed to insert 
even as an advertisement a brief and 
dignified reply on the railroad sub- 
ject. The truth probably is that Dr. 
Gallinger kept silent as he has on va- 
rious occasions and on many points 
because he had no reply to make. At 
all events it is idle for him to revert 
to the period of 1878, to revive the 
facts of his iniquitous opposition to 
increased railroad taxation, and to 
claim that he does not have access to 
the columns of the Monitor as rea- 
sons why he never noticed between 
June 13, 1889, and February 24th, 1891, 
the averment that he was responsible 
for the wicked and false charge made 
against me on the former date, or as 
proof that I have been hostile to him 
ever since 1878. I have never referred 
to the 1878 business since it happened, 
nor has it materially affected my re- 
lations with him; and he now himself 



says that "we continued on terms of 
friendly intercourse." 

He further says that on account of 
his efforts to defeat the purpose of 
the railroad taxation law an attempt 
was made to prevent his renomina- 
tion for the senate, and an effort was. 
made to prevent his re-election, both 
of which failed. If he means that I 
joined in such attempts, he falsifies as 
usual. The new election came on in 
November, 1878. There was great in- 
dignation felt against him in Concord 
because he had opposed a bill which 
increased the Montreal railroad tax 
by over $20,000 and the total railroad 
tax by over $53,000, and he was in 
some peril. He had been elected in 
the spring of 1878 in one of the 12 
districts by 494 majority, with only 12 
scattering votes; Governor Prescott 
receiving 1514 plurality and 941 ma- 
jority. In the November election the 
district being then one of 24, he had 
only 319 majority, and there were 305 
votes for a third candidate and scatter- 
ing. At the next election in 1880 John 
Kimball's majority was 448, and Head's 
majority in the district for governor 
was 605. When Dr. G illinger was in 
danger at the November election in 
1878 I gave no countenance whatever 
to Republican hostility to him, but 
affirmatively and actively labored to 
quiet such opposition and to give him 
the -full Republican vote. Any insin- 
uation to the contrary is base and dis- 
honest. 

Dr. Gallinger, as well as his partner, 
Mr. Greene, evidently thinks it U ex- 
ceedingly important as a justification 
of his own conduct toward me to prove 
that I was his enemy before 1889. 

With equal earnestness I take issue 
with him on that point. He uses the 
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words " Since that time, at every step 
in my political career, I have been 
made to feel the power of a hand that 
does not hesitate to stab in the back 
or strike below the belt." Dr. Gal- 
linger well knows the falsity of this 
charge. He cannot point to one sin- 
gle act of mine, or past or existing 
fact, either in my controversies with 
others or my relations with him, to 
justify this assertion. I challe age hi m 
tado so, and I denounce him as a de- 
liberate falsifier for doing it. Before 
1889, 1 never injured him by a thought, 
word, or act public or private. But 
within one week after the caucus of 
1889 he was openly denounced in 
the Monitor and Statesman as the 
responsible author of the charge 
against me in that caucus. No hostil- 
ity, secret or open, -had I manifested 
against him until after that caucus. 
Open and public and just and right- 
eous opposition to him have I shown 
since that date; and he has kept pro- 
found silence under the charge until 
now. 

n. 

Di\ Gal linger in his speech makes 
an appearance of denying responsibil- 
ity for the attacks on me in the cau- 
cus of 1889. First, he says he so de- 
nied to my friends orally after the 
editorials in 1889. That he did so I 
never heard; and such mere talk, if it 
took place, was no proper disavowal, 
after his wicked libel had gone to the 
ends of the country. He also says he 
"caused a denial to be printed in the 
Concord Tribune." If he did I never 
saw it. It could not have been com- 
plete or adequate, or some notice 
wou Id have been taken 6f it. I would 
like now to see it. Further, he again 
sets up as a reason for not sending a 



denial to the Monitor the foolish 
statement, hereinbefore disposed of, 
that he had been refused a hearing in 
that paper back in 1878. The truth is 
that he made before 1891 no adequate 
denial, because he could not, as will 
shortly be seen. 

Passing, therefore, the question 
whether he denied responsibility in 
1889, let us see whether he so denies it 
in his speech in 1891, when he feels 
compelled to say something. 

The assertion in the Monitor of 
June 20 and in the Statesman of July 
4, 1889, under the head of "The four 
slanderers of Mr. Chandler," was dis- 
tinctly to this effect, that the ch urges 
against me of a Frank- Jones- Boston- 
and Maine -railroad alliance and of 
attempts "to corruptly induce 
members of the legislature to vote 
for me in the Republican caucus" 
"were made against me at the request 
of Dr. Gallinger, by his representa- 
tives and supporters, Messrs. Herman 
W. Greene, Cyrus A. Sulloway, and 
George E. Varney." 

This charge of responsibility for the 
whole business upon Dr. Gallinger 
was reiterated in various forms, but 
was always the same in substance. He 
keeps perfectly silent under the 
charge from June, 1889, to February, 
1891, more than one year and a hall 
and until he has been elected U. S. 
senator by a Frank Jones Boston and 
Maine Railroad alliance. And how 
does he then deny it? Does he repeat 
the charge in all its breadth and then 
say it is false? By no means! The 
way in which he denies and the only 
way in which he denies is as follows: 

He fif st adroitly misstates the charge 
thus: "One of the chief accusations 
made was that I instigated Cyrus A. 
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Sulloway to make an attack in that 
caucus on Mr. Chandler. * * * * The 
facts concerning that are that I never 
in my life exchanged a word with Mr. 
Sulloway as to what he should say in 
theoaucus, nor did I ever ask Mr. 
Sulloway to give me his support." 

Next, according to prearrangement, 
Mr. Sulloway takes the floor and says 
that Dr. Gailinger's statement is true: 
"I think he never asked me to sup- 
port him in that caucus. I never made 
a suggestion to him that I would say 
anything in that caucus. He oertain- 
ly never suggested anything to me 
that was said. I went in there with no 
intention to say anything, no thought 
or intention of saying anything; but 
when the time came I said, gentlemen, 
what I believed to be true, and I believe 
it in the main to-day, and if William 
E. Chandler or any other man charges, 
as he has charged, that Dr. Gallinger 
and myself had any understanding 
about it, I say here upon this floor in 
the most parliamentary language that 
I know how to use, that he is a pre- 
meditated and deliberate liar." 

Thereupon Dr. Gallinger resumes 
and says,— "Mr. Speaker, this house 
has heard from Mr. Sulloway 's lips a 
complete denial of the accusation 
made against me so far as he is con- 
cerned, and on this point I have only 
to add that every other similar charge 
in reference to that caucus is utterly, 
maliciously and wickedly false;" — and 
he makes no further denial in any 
form or language of the charge against 
him of responsibility for the assault 
made on me in caucus. 

Lawyers are familiar with the com- 
mon trick here employed, — the elab- 
orate denial of an immaterial fact, 
and the omission to notice the sub- 



stance of the oharge. The carefully 
planned subterfuge of Dr. Gallinger 
and Mr. Sulloway may have deceived 
their legislative dupes, but it is easily 
exposed. 

It is not sufficient to deny that Dr. 
Gallinger asked Mr. Sulloway to sup- 
port him for senator. Mr. Sulloway 
was nominally a supporter of General 
Marston, and with one other member 
may have voted for the general in the 
canons, making 2 for Marston, with 
60 for Dr. ballinger, and 125 for my- 
self. But Mr. Sulloway was a malig- 
nant enemy of mine, and to all intents 
and purposes a supporter of Dr. Gal- 
linger. It is a puerile attempt at de- 
ception for the two aotors to go 
through the farce of merely denying 
that Dr. Gallinger solicited Mr. Sullo- 
way's support for the office of sena- 
tor. 

Neither is it in any way sufficient to 
deny that Dr. Gallinger specially in- 
stigated Mr. Sulloway to make the at- 
tack in the caucus, in the language 
which the latter used, or to say that 
they did not exchange words as to 
what he should say .in the caucus, or 
to say that Mr. Sulloway had no inten- 
tion when he entered the caucus of 
saying any particular thing therein! 

Such denials and assertions as these 
are materially wide of the issue and 
may possibly all be true and yet Gal- 
linger, Greene, Sulloway, and Varney 
may have concocted, planned, and 
carried out the assault upon me as 
charged. The denials are not broad 
enough. Dr. Gallinger may not have 
solicited Mr. Sulloway's support. It 
was no charge of mine that he did. Dr. 
Gallinger and Mr. Sulloway may not 
together have arranged beforehand 
exactly what Mr. Sulloway should 



27 



say. Yet these two things are abso- 
lutely all their joint denial asserts. 

Mr. Sulloway denounces me as a 
premeditated and deliberate liar for 
saying, as he assumes, that he and 
Dr. Oallinger had a specific under- 
standing as to what he should say in 
caucus, when I have never in any form 
so asserted; but he does not deny that 
Dr. Oallinger and others, himself in- 
cluded, as I do assert, concocted the 
charge and arranged that it should be 
hurled at me in some form, at some 
time, to be determined by Mr. Greene, 
Dr. Gallinger's leader in caucus. 

Then comes Dr. Gallinger's climax. 
He and Mr. Sulloway having thus 
boisterously, and elaborately denied a 
charge that either was never made or 
that was immaterial, the former adds 
only this: 'that every other similar 
charge in reference to that caucus is 
utterly y maliciously, and wickedly false." 

The true situation thus stands clear- 
ly apparent. If the charge specifi- 
cally mentioned by Gallinger and Sul- 
loway and denied, was either not made 
or was immaterial to the main issue, 
then a further general denial by Dr. 
Gallinger of "every other similar 
charge" is practically no denial what- 
ever of the main charge. In fact it is 
no fair and square denial of the main 
charge, and was known not to be such 
by Dr. Gallinger, but was carefully 
contrived and written out by him 
so as to appear to be the denial which 
it was not. 

The main charge remains then prac- 
tically undenied by Dr. Gallinger, and 
is as follows: 

Finding his probable vote for sena- 
tor growing daily less, he looked 
about for the means of suddenly as- 
sailing me in caucus with some charge 



of baseness which would frighten my 
friends and thereby increase his own 
vote. Robert W. Welch and George 
E. Varney were two of his supporters 
and tools, both of whom for weeks 
had been planning and making as- 
saults on me. In Mr. Welch's Dover 
Times of July 4, 1889, he says this: 
"The Varney matter was first brought 
to our attention the Monday before 
the caucus, and Dr. Gallinger did not 
hear of it until he heard of it in a let- 
ter sent to him from the Times office 
upon that same day." If it 
be admitted to be true that 
Dr. Gallinger did not hear Mr. 
Varney 's story until Monday night, 
it is beyond doubt that he se- 
cretly nourished the libel on Tuesday, 
Wednesday, and Thursday; that he 
conferred about it with Greene, 
Welch, Sulloway, and Varney; that 
he urged members to vote against me 
in the caucus because I was trying to 
buy supporters, saying that he had 
evidence that such was the fact, and 
that it would be so charged in the 
caucus; and that he arranged with 
Mr. Greene that the Varney charge 
should be made against me in some 
form, and that Mr. Varney should be 
called upon to substantiate it. Mr. 
Greene was Dr. Gallinger's leading 
supporter, and nominated him in cau- 
cus, himself making the charge 
against me of the Jones-Boston & 
Maine alliance, and then he went to 
Mr. Sulloway and told him to get up 
and denounce me on a charge of brib- 
ery, which he did; and he was fol- 
lowed by Mr. Varney. 

In view of these undeniable facts, 
how evasive and frivolous seem Dr. 
Gallinger's apparent denial and Mr. 
Sulloway 's theatrical and violent ex- 
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bibition in tbe boose, saying only tbat 
tbe f-wo bad no understanding before- 
hand as to exactly what Salloway 
should say in caucus, and that "every 
other similar charge" was untrue! 
How base and wicked was the false 
charge against one who had been 
their associate and friend! How in- 
famous is their persistence in and re- 
fusal to withdraw the charge unto the 
present day 1 Can any castdgation be 
too severe for such wretched beiqgs 
as Gallinger, Greene, Salloway, 
Welch, and Varney? Is there to be 
for them any salvation in the day 
when liars are to be thrown into the 
burning lake? 

The whole case thus far made by Dr. 
Gallinger by all his affirmative state- 
ments in his speech in the house re- 
lating to events prior to 1890-1891, is 
absolutely nothing more than this: 
that I have been his enemy since 
1878; and that he did not specifically 
solicit and arrange with Mr. Sallo- 
way the particular assault which the 
latter made on me in caucus. If any- 
thing more of substance can be de- 
duced from his speech I should like to 
have it shown. The charge of hostili- 
ty is false and the denial is partial 
and immaterial. 

But what should be thought about 
Dr. Gallinger's conduct in connection 
with events prior to 1890- 1891 con- 
cerning which he says nothing? He 
makes no allusion to the circum- 
stances of his employment in 1887 as 
the chief legislative agent of the Con- 
cord Railroad. The charge against 
him under that head is an important 
part of my case against him which 
has been fully given to tbe public, 
before which he stands absolutely 



dumb. No doabt he would be glad to 
have it pass into oblivion. But such 
is not to be his fortune. The facts 
are worthy of recapitulation. 

In 1887 Dr. Gallinger wa- member of 
Congress from the second district. 
He had conducted the canvass of 
November, 1886, as chairman of the 
state committee, and had been re- 
elected by 1,166 plurality, while Hon. 
Martin A. Haynes, his colleague in 
the first district, had* been defeated 
by 105 plurality. Dr. Gallinger had 
therefore made himself the sole rep- 
resentative in Congress, and with the 
Senators constituted the whole con- 
gressional delegation. A Democratic 
administration was in power in Wash* 
ington and a close and critical politi- 
cal contest in New Hampshire was 
approaching, which required from Dr. 
Gallinger, in every relation within 
his party, impartiality, unselfishness 
and entire devotion to its interests. 
Above all was it important that he 
should keep aloof from the great rail- 
road contest between the Boston & 
Maine and the Concord companies 
then impending before the legisla- 
ture. 

Inst* ad of this he rushed forward to 
make merchandize of the positions 
which the Republican party had given 
to him. For a fee of $5,000 or more 
he became the head organizer of the 
Concord Railroad lobbj . He fold, so 
far as he could, the Republican organ- 
ization of the state to serve one rail- 
road company in a contest with another 
company. He took into his employ- 
ment hundreds of active Republicans 
and organized them as a great mer 
cenary corps to do his corrupt work 
then and thereafter. In 1878 he had 
labored as a state senator, with or 
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-without pay, to enable the Montreal 
road to defraud the state. In 1887, he 
continued to work for the Concord & 
Montreal s.vndicate with large pay. 
The disgraceful details of the legisla- 
tive contest of 1887 are too well known 
to need recital. Governor Sawyer 
said,— 'To my mind it is conclusively 
shown that there have been deliber- 
ate and systematic attempts at whole- 
sale bribery of the servants of the 
people in this legislature. It matters 
not that both of the parties are prob- 
ably equally guilty." 

If Governor Sawyer was not in er- 
ror, Dr. Gallinger, as the recognized 
lobby leader on one side, was respon- 
sible for deliberate and systematic 
attempts at wholesale bribery of the 
legislature of 1887. He has never 
opened his mouth in denial of this 
pointed arraignment of him and of 
his methods by Governor Sawyer. 

As the senatorial canvass of 1889 
approached, one main object beside 
the $5,000 fee for which Dr. Gallinger 
took lobby employment from the Con- 
cord road and organized his immense 
corps of Republican mercenaries, be- 
came apparent. He called upon it to 
perform the additional work of mak- 
ing him United States senator. By the 
aid of his railroad hirelings and the dis- 
honest and arbitrary trick of exclud- 
ing 12 proxies he had re-elected him- 
self chairman of the state committee 
by a vote of 31 to 27. He had put in 
extreme peril the state election of 
1888 by conducting his canvass as ex- 
clusively as he could through his paid 
railroad agents; and as soon as vic- 
tory by small majorities was apparent 
he gave his orders to his railroad Hes- 
sians to defeat my election to the Sen- 
ate after two years' service, and to 



elect him to the position. Gallinger, 
Greene and Sulloway, captains of hun- 
gry hundreds, had all been in the pay 
of the Concord Railroad. Gallinger, 
Greene, and Sulloway— with Welch, 
Varney, and hundreds more, swept 
down upon the legislature of 1889 to 
elect as Senator their lobby leader of 
1887. They were defeated in caucus 
by a vote of 2 for Marston, 60 for Gal- 
linger, and 125 for myself. But as a 
part of their campaign of vultures, 
they had concocted and published to 
the world their false charge against 
me, which they nave never re- 
tracted. 

What excuse does Dr. Gallinger 
give fbr this prostitution of his posi- 
tion. of trust and honor given him by 
his party, to the service for money of 
a corrupting railroad company, and 
his subsequent use of the power thus 
acquired to make his assault upon me? 
Not a word does he utter; not a word 
has he uttered from 1889 down to 1891, 
when from paid service for only one 
of the great railroad companies he 
has, in consideration of his election 
to the U. S. senator ship, sold himself 
to be the tool in high office of both 
the great demoralizing and corrupt- 
ing railroad combinations which now 
dominate both political parties in New 
Hampshire. He merely says,— -Mr. 
Chandler has long been my enemy; — 
which statement is absolutely false; 
and Mr. Sulloway and myself did not 
carefully arrange exactly what he 
should say against Mr. Chandler in 
caucus;— which statement is immate- 
rial, and wholly inadequate as a meet- 
ing of the case made against him. 

Once more to state the case in a true 
summary of the action of Dr. Gallin- 
ger concerning events prior to 1890-91:. 
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He sold himself as member of Con- 
gress and chairman of the state com- 
mittee for a lobbyist's fee of $5,000 or 
more to the Concord Railroad, and 
undertook to sell to that company al- 
so the whole influence of his parly 
organization. With his railroad power 
and lobby force he further undertook 
, to elect himself U. S. senator against 
myself, then elected to All out less 
than 2 years of an unexpired term. 
In his wicked desperation, with the 
aid of paid employees of his railroad, 
he formulated a public charge against 
me in caucus o^ attempted bribery, 



which he knew to be false, for which 
no plausible foundation has ever been 
stated, and which neither he nor his 
tools who made it have ever yet with- 
drawn. He keeps silence from 1887 
to 1891 under the burden of these 
crimes, and then on the 24th of Feb- 
ruary attempts a defence which I sub- 
mit, on the analysis I have made of 
it, is no denial, but only a further 
charge against me of personal hostil- 
ity toward him, which is utterly un- 
founded. Hence tins third prelimi- 
nary chapter. 
July 24, 1891. — \ - 



PRINCIPAL CHAPTER. 



THE TWELVE BARGAINS. 



Preliminary matters having been dis- 
posed of, it remains to consider the 
question of the twelve bargains 
charged upon Messrs. Gallinger, 
Greene and Sullo way . These were first 
made in the Monitor and Statesman, 
when the bills for allowing the Concord 
& Montreal Railroad to water its stock 
by $3,000,000 and the Boston & Maine 
to water its stock by #5 000,000 and 
the bill to repeal the law for abating 
liquor-selling places as nuisances 
were pending in the legislature and 
all seemed likely to become laws. 
They were made on the responsibility 
of public journalists, according to 
their best belief and knowledge, upon 
such evidence, moral and otherwise) 
as was attainable. The bargains being 
denied on the 24th of February, 1891, 
by speeches in the house made by Dr. 
^Gallinger and Mr. Herman W. Greene, 
they were reiterated by me in a letter 
of the 25th, with a promise to endeav- 
or to satisfy the public of their truth; 
to perform which duty is the object 
of the present paper. 

A recent re- examination of the 
speeches of Messrs. Greene and Gal- 
linger reveals on the part of Dr. Gal- 
linger nothing but a general denial of 
the bargains, and little else than a 
similar denial on the part of Mr. 
Greene. Concerning those denials it 
has already been remarked that "such 
trades are never made in open day- 



light nor often reduced to writing, 
and men who make them are sure to 
deny them. To what credenoe their 
denials are entitled the public must 
determine in view of the proofs and 
circumstances which tend to show the 
existence of the bargains charged." 

I shall be very much mistaken if a 
recital of historic events, including 
occasional glimpses of affirmative 
facts of a most emphatic character, 
does not convince every candid reader 
that the charges in the Monitor edi- 
torial and in my letter of the 25th of 
February are correct and true in sub- 
stance and complete effect. 

Certain principles which ordinarily 
govern human conduct must first be 
called to mind: 



(1.) Suppose one of two parties to 
need and intensely desire the accom- 
plishment of certain important results 
which he cannot achieve without the 
aid of the other party. (2.) Suppose 
the other party to be naturally hostile 
to the results desired by the first 
party; and (3.) Suppose those re- 
sults can, however, be accomplished 
if the opposing party will surrender 
opposition, and labor to secure them. 

n. 

(4.) Suppose the second party also 
to need and intensely desire the ao- 
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complishment of certain important 
results which he cannot gain 
without the aid of the first party. 
(5.) Suppose the first party to be nat- 
urally hostile to the results so much 
desired by the second party. But (6.) 
suppose these results can, however,' 
be accomplished if the first party will 
relinquish hostility and work in their 
favor; and 

in. 

Suppose all the results so earnestly 
desired by the two parties are in fact 
accomplished by the joint labors of 
both, or suppose the larger or more 
important parts of those results, some 
beneficial to one party and some to 
the other party, are in fapt accom- 
plished by the joint efforts of both 
parties: — 

IV. 

Is it not an 'irresistible conclusion 
that these two parties, each so ear- 
nest in behalf of what he desires, and 
• each willing to surreader his opposi- 
tion to what the other desires, in fact 
entered into an understanding and 
bargain that by their joint efforts all 
the results should be accomplished by 
the joint labors of both? 

How much more evidence will be 
wanted than (1) the intense desire 
and effort of each party for his own 
ends, (2) the relinquishment by each 
party of his natural hostility to the 
ends desired by the other, and (3) the 
joint labors of both parties for the 
successful accDmplishment of all the 
ends of both! Surely if any further 
evidence than these circumstances is 
necessary to produce conviction, it 
need be very little. ' 

Nor, if the principal objects of each 
party are accomplished, is the strength 



of the charge of an understanding or 
bargain much weakened although 
some are defeated by causes beyond 
the control of the bargainers, or if one 
or the other is deterred by exposure 
or other special causes from publicly 
fulfilling his whole engagement. The 
bargaining is substantially as charged, 
and its existence will not be doubted 
even by the most careful investiga- 
tors. 

Keeping the foregoing principles in 
mind and coming to consider the 
question of the twelve bargains, the 
case is immensely strengthened by the 
admitted co-operation of the two 
parties and all their adherents in the 
efforts to accomplish six of the twelve 
objects of the bargains charged, and 
in the successful accomplishment of 
five of the six. The six were as fol- 
lows: 

(1.) To prevent the extra session in 
December. 

(2.) To defeat legislation at the ex- 
tra session. 

(5.) To elect Dr. Gallinger senator. 

(6.) To elect Ira C. Evans state 
printer. 

(7.) To pass the eight million rail- 
road stock- watering bills. 

(8.) To secure their approval by 
Governor Tuttle. 

Jones, Sinclair & Co. ought to have 
been against Gallinger and Evans, but 
waived their objections and gave them 
that support without which they could 
not have been elected. 

Gallinger, Greene &' Co. ought to 
have been in favor of an extra session 
in December, and of legislation at that 
session, and against the eight- million 
bills and their approval by Governor 
Tuttle; but refrained from so acting, 
and defeated legislation at the extra 
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session, passed the eight- million bills, 
and secured their signature by Gov- 
ernor Tuttle. 

All the six results were achieved, 
except the defeat of the extra session, 
which was called against the active 
joint efforts of J., 8. & Oo. and G., G. 
&0o. 

• There is hardly a human being who 
will deny the soundness or force of 
the above presentation, and there is 
no person who has considered the sub- 
ject who does not know that the six 
bargains alleged were made and five 
of them fulfilled. That the Concord & 
Montreal Railroad and the Boston & 
Maine Railroad and all their lobby forces 
agreed to help nominate and did nomi- 
nate Dr. Oallingerfor senator, and that 
in return he agreed to support the eight- 
million railroad stock-watering bills 
toithout amendment, are notorious facts 
of undisputed history. 

Proceeding further, beyond the ad- 
mitted co-operation of the bargaining 
parties in labors for six of the objects 
of the bargains charged, we come to 
the farther consideration of the 
charges that the same parties entered 
into negotiations and bargains cover- 
ing the objects of the election of 
Mr. Greene as speaker and of Mr. 
Amsden as governor, the repeal 
of the nuisance act and guber- 
natorial approval thereof, and 
the like repeal and approval of 
the prohibitory laws. To satisfy 
doubting persons of the substantial 
truth of these charges requires much 
historic evidence, which being duly 
weighed ought to leave no doubt in 
the mind 8 of reasonable readers. It 
is important first to consider the ne- 
cessitieh and desires of each of the 
contracting parties* 



THE NECESSITIES AND DESIRES OF 
HERMAN W. GREENE 

were money and position. A lawyer 
without a law office, of ill repute pro- 
fessionally, utterly untruthful at 
every possible opportunity, indicted 
for perjury for false swearing to evade 
the draft in time of war, — he had been 
kept in some prominence in the Re- 
publican party through Dr. Gallinger, 
who adopted him as his tool and suc- 
ceeded in once making him chairman 
of the state convention. Bold and 
unscrupulous, and selling himself to 
the highest bidder, to the rum power 
or the railroad power, whether as 
county solicitor or member of the leg- 
islature, he has been the most danger- 
ous and disreputable of all the instru- 
ments of Dr. Gallinger. Employed as 
a lobby agent of the Concord Railroad 
in 1887, he succeeded in securing an 
election as member of the house in 
1889 and beoame a candidate for 
speaker, but was defeated. Re-elect- 
ed in 1890, money and the speakership 
again became his objects, and to reach 
them he was ready to do any deed 
however base or treacherous. 

THE NECESSITIES AND DESIRES OF 
DR. GALLINGER. 

These were the same as those 
of Mr. Greene; money and office. 
For money he was employed by 
Samuel W. Hale in his canvass 
for the governorship in 1883, and 
no money -barrel has he ever seen, 
from that of the Montreal Rail- 
road in 1878 to that of General Alger 
in 1891, without an intense desire to 
tap it and absorb its contents. Un- 
worthy ends by corrupt means have 
been his unvarying aim. In 1887 he 
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sold himself and his influence as 
member of Congress and chairman of 
the state committee to the Concord 
Railroad for $5,000 or more; and he 
superintended the expenditure of the 
money of that company among venal 
Republicans over the state to the 
amount of $1 00,000 or more. With 
the aid of the mercenary force thus 
organized he usurped the state com- 
mittee chairmanship in 1888 and be- 
came an unsuccessful candidate for 
senator in 1889. 

After his disgraceful canvass and 
overwhelming defeat, he sought the 
presidency of the Sequachee Valley 
Land Company of Tennessee, and be- 
gan making levies in behalf of that 
company upon his Concord Rail- 
road hirelings, extorting from 
them portions of their ill- 
gotten fees, in sums large and 
small, down as low as $25 when he 
could get no more. He originated or 
joined numerous wild-cat endowment 
orders, and is more responsible than 
any other living man for the injury, 
suffering, and disgrace caused to New 
Hampshire by these wicked and reck- 
less organizations; and he took care 
to obtain in cash his own large fees as 
supreme medical examiner and to se- 
cure for himself the earliest benefit 
certificates issued. 2 With his barrel 
full of money obtained thus and from 
the Concord Railroad, he sent out dur- 
ing the canvass of 1890 his circulars 
demanding the senatorship, and 
brought on an issue in the town and 
ward caucuses which of itself was 
sufficient to cause the close result in 
the state on members of the legisla- 
ture. 

When the 5th of November revealed 
a doubtful result, the possibilities 



in a contest over the organization of 
the legislature and in a close house 
were seen to be immense by Mr. 
Greene and Dr. Gallinger. Des- 
perate men, pressed by their 
necessities, with everything to gain 
and nothing to lose, the opportunities 
they had hoped and had sought for in 
vain in 1889 were at hand, and they 
began their nefarious projects with 
this situation before them: They had 
been the hirelings of the Concord 
Railroad in 1887 and 1889, and that 
company would continue to support 
them; they had been the enemies of 
Jones and Sinclair and the Boston & 
Maine Railroad, and against the op- 
position of these last they could not 
succeed, but if they could be concil- 
iated, with the aid of both rai broads 
the speakership and the senatorship 
were attainable; and so the two 
brigands began their dishonest work 
with a third Sicilian-like rufl&an, Cyrus 
A. Sulloway, behind them. 

THE NECESSITIES OP JONES AND SIN- 
CLAIR 

were different from those of Greene 
and Gallinger, but were more urgent, 
for they had something to lose by the 
failure of their schemes. 

They owned a brewery at Ports- 
mouth and another at South Boston, 
Mass. The Portsmouth brewery, 
buildings, land, and machinery, in 
1889, were assessed for taxation at 
$282,000 and the stock in trade at $92,- 
000. In 1890 an increase was made 
to $500,000 and $100,000, but Jones and 
Sinclair claimed an abatement and 
the whole valuation was fixed at about 
$450,000. Both breweries had cost 
less than one million of dollars. They 
had conveyed them to a stock com- 
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pany and placed upon the English 
market $6,300,000 of bonds and stock 
upon which Mr. Jones guaranteed for 
three years an income of about $600,- 
000. They had realized about $4,000,- 
000 net profit from this sale, and with 
their $5,000,000 they had bought large 
amounts of stock in the Boston & 
Maine Railroad, enough to give 
them absolute control of that 
company and its leased roads, 
involving $90,000,000 of values, 
and they had advanced from the com- 
paratively low position of manufac- 
turers and vendors of intoxicating 
liquors to that of railroad millionaires 
as well as political managers of the 
Democratic party of New Hamp- 
shire. 8 What were the brewery and 
railroad necessities of Messrs. Jones 
and Sinclair? 

THEY ARE DRUNKARD MAKERS, LAW 
BREAKERS, AND CRIMINALS. 

Their sales of ale in Maine and New 
Hampshire are illegal. Of their sales 
of 1,000 barrels of ale each day, all 
, those made in those states are crimes 
against the law. The real avocation 
of Messrs. Jones and Sinclair, that 
which has lifted them from poverty 
and obscurity to wealth and notoriety, 
is drunkard -making. I p. the opinion 
of the law- makers and a majority of 
the people of their native state they 
are nothing less than criminals, who 
instead of riding in their elegant 
coaches and cars should to-day be sit- 
ting behind the bars of the Rocking- 
ham county jail. Is there any escape 
from this characterization? Is there 
any harshness in this judgment? Are 
they not stupendous felons who every 
day of their lives rise from the luxu- 



rious beds of millionaires to disobey 
the laws of the state by hundreds of 
crimes, for which, if justice were done 
and the laws of New Hampshire en- 
forced, they would be tried, like other 
malefactors, in the criminal dock, 
found guilty, and sentenced for their 
repeated offences as common convicts, 
and incarcerated in the dungeons of 
the state whose laws they wilfully, 
deliberately, day in and day out, year 
after year, as notorious felons, disobey 
and set at defiance? 

What is the effect upon the welfare 
of New Hampshire of the wholesale 
nullification of plain statutes by 
Messrs. Frank Jones and Charles A. 
Sinclair? If it were not for their bold 
disregard for the temperance laws, 
they could be enforced almost com- 
pletely, within our state. 

THEY ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL THE 
DRUNKENNESS IN NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

The wasted lives of thousands of 
young men, the degradation of wives 
and children almost innumerable, the 
graves filled with drunkards, the 
homes oppressed by suffering, sorrow, 
and crime, are the fruits of the daily 
labors of Jones and Sinclair, the 
means by which they acquire their 
wealth and wield the power which 
only their riches, criminally obtained, 
have secured for them. 

LOOK AT THE CITY OF PORTSMOUTH. 

It is a rum-hole and a hell-hole, so 
far as Jones and Sinclair can make it 
such. Look at Rockingham county, 
and the murders and other crimes 
which there so abundantly abound, 
and make it notorious for its deprav- 
ity and wickedness. Rum does it; 
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and of the rum traflfto of New Hamp- ' 
shire Jones and Sinclair are the re- 
sponsible and guilty authors and 
abettors. If they would cease from 
the infamous business in which they 
are engaged, their reform would be 
of more benefit to New Hampshire 
than any other blessing which heaven 
could bestow. But there is no hope 
that they will cease their crimes. 
One thousand barrels of ale a 
day, 300,000 barrels a year, take 
eight millions of money a year from 
the poor drunkards of New England, 
of which over 12,000,000 goes to Jones 
and Sinclair, from the profits on 
which they make good Mr. Jones's 
guarantee of $600,000 on $6,300,000 of 
bonds and stock. 

A necessity of Jones and Sinclair in 
respect of their original and regular 
business of making drunkards and 
criminals is 

THE REPEAL OP THE TEMPERANCE 
LAWS OF NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Their brewery profits do not pay the 
amount of Mr. Jones's guarantee. The 
business increased during the first 
year after the sale of the stock to the 
English investor*, but the last year it 
has not increased because in Massa- 
chusetts, where there is local option, 
fewer towns have voted for license. 
There must be larger sales nearer the 
place of manufacture, and so Jonen 
and Sinclair, who have been fof years 
wishing for the repeal of the temper 
ance laws of New Hampshire, deter- 
mined in the summer and fall of 1890 
that the nuisance act should be re 
pealed by the New Hampshire legisla 
ture of 1891, and if possible that th< 
prohibitory^ laws should also be struck 
down and a license law substituted. 



JONES AND SINCLAIR S RAILROAD NE- 
CESSITIES. 

Another and most powerful neces- 
sity of Jones and Sinclair was legisla- 
tion authorizing the issue of addition- 
al stock by the Boston & Maine Rail- 
road. They must so manipulate their 
grand brewery and railroad schemes 
as to secure to themselves and their im- 
mediate associates extraordinary and 
enormous profits. A feasible method 
of doing this, common among railroad 
millionaires, was seen to be the issue 
of watered stock. Boston & Maine 
shares had been as high in the market 
as 250, and then stood at 200. Bv issu- 
ing five millions new stock, nominal- 
ly to be taken by the stockholders at 
par, by "bearing" the stock and 
breaking down prices at the time 
when the stockholders were called 
upon for the whole amount, and buy- 
ing in the shares and rights at low 
rates, and by then "bulling" the 
stock back up to or beyond its old 
figures, Jones & Company could not 
only make the 100 per cent, premium 
on the great blocks of stock owned by 
themselves, but could rob the smaller 
stockholders of their legitimate share 
of the profit of the dishonest scheme. 
Therefore such an issue of $5,000,000 
watered stock became a necessity and 
was adopted as the plan of Jones and 
Sinclair; 4 for which control of the 
New Hampshire legislature of 1891 
must be secured in order that a bill of 
authority might be passed; and the 
election of a pliant governor must be 
iccompli8hed in order that the bill 
might receive executive approval. 

These being the necessities of Jones 
and Sinclair,— the repeal of the nui- 
sance act and the legislation for addi- 
tional stock in the Boston & Maine 
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Railroad,— it will easily be seen why 
they concluded they could not be 
secured without the aid of Greene 
and Gallinger, and that they could be 
secured with their assistance, and 
why they thereupon proceeded to 
bargain for those results. 



[Note 3. Notes 1, 2 and 4 will be omitted at this 
time] 

3. Against Mr. Frank Jones and his 
son-in-law, Mr. Charles A. Sinclair, 
as individuals I have not the slightest 
personal animosity. They receive 
from me precisely the same treatment 
that any other two persons equally 
dangerous to the community would 
be given. They accumulate large for- 
tunes by making and selling intoxi- 
cating liquors. They make millions 
by selling their breweries at exagger- 
ated values in the English market. j 
With their ill gotten gains they seize J 



the control of the Boston & Maine 
Railroad. They assume to be and 
are distinguished political leaders, and 
Mr. Sinclair, with all his habits and 
practices well known to the Demo- 
crats- of New Hampshire, is made their 
candidate for U. S. senator. He is to 
hold that office if the Democrats ever 
carry the state. They have plunged 
their railroad into politics and are 
making it a powerful political agency 
of their breweries and their party. 
The prominent positions they are 
seeking as politicians make it appro- 
priate and require that some one 
shall expose their crimes. The more 
they succeed by the criminal issue of 
free passes and by other acts of cor- 
ruption and crime in smothering 
newspapers, the more important it is 
that whoever does expose them shall 
do it fearlesHly And plainly, and yet 
without malice. 



PROGRESS AND HISTORY OF THE BARGAINS. 



On the day of election, November 
4th, 1890, Jones and Sinclair expected 
to carry the New Hampshire legisla- 
ture for the Democratic party and to 
elect Charles H. Amsden a Democratic 
governor. A for (might before election 
they had dealt out from the Boston & 
Maine station in Boston many thou- 
sands of dollars to Democratic strikers 
coming from New Hampshire and re- 
turning to endeavor to corrupt its 
voters. On the day after election it 
was seen that they had failed, but that 
the election was close. A Democratic 
gathering was held at Ooncord and a 
bold and reckless manifesto issued, 
proclaiming that the state had gone 
Democratic and that the Democrats 
would so hold it to the bitter end. 
But from that moment the real policy 
of Jones and Sinclair and the Boston 
& Maine Democrats was a compromise 
organization. They wanted a major- 
ity for the repeal of the nuisance act 
and for their five-million bill, and a 
governor who would sign them; all 
else they were willing to surrender. 
They soon came to believe that with- 
out Greene and Gallinger they could 
not obtain such a majority and such a 
governor, but that with their co-op- 
eration they could obtain them. Each 
gang of bargainers saw its opportuni- 
ty and the negotiations proceeded 
rapidly. 

In the crisis which was upon the 



state Governor Goodell and most oth 
er Republicans believed an extra ses- 
sion of the existing legislature should 
be called to elect a olerk in place of 
Mr. Dickey, who had removed to 
Maine, and to make up, according to 
some definite law, the roll of the com- 
ing house. This movement gave the 
bargainers much anxiety and they la- 
bored to prevent it. Oo-operation of 
the two railroad interests was impor- 
tant and was speedily arranged. 
The Boston & Maine wished to issue 
to its stockholders at par $5,000,000 of 
watered stock worth $200 per share. 
The Ooncord & Montreal Railroad 
wished to issue to its stockholders at 
par $3,000,000 of watered stock worth 
$150 per share. The two railroads 
summoned their forces to defeat the 
extra session; the Boston & Maine 
procured and furnished Mr. Speaker 
Upton, the Ooncord procured and 
furnished Greene, Gallinger, and 
Sulloway. But their efforts were de- 
feated and the session was called. 

Then a struggle to prevent any leg- 
islation at the extra session began, - 
The Boston & Maine added to Mr. 
Speaker Upton about 15 other Repub- 
lican members of the house; the Con- 
cord Railroad re-enforced Greene 
and Sulloway by their cashier, Mr__ 
John P. Webster, their Hooksett sta- 
tion agent, Mr. Lantry, and about 15 
others, bringing up to 38 in all, the 
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number who agreed to vote with the 
united Democrats against any legisla- 
tion at the extra session. Mr. Speaker 
Upton summoned to Concord by tele- 
graph, the day before the extra ses- 
sion, met Mr. A. W. Sulloway,.the 
shrewd Democratic leader, with the 
astute Mr. E. B. S. Sanborn as his as- 
sistant; and after a conference at the 
Eagle Hotel on Monday, December 2, 
ot Messrs. Upton, Greene, O. A. Sullo- 
way, and other Republicans, with 
Messrs. A. W. Sulloway, E. B. S. San- 
born, Jones and Sinclair, and other 
Demoorats, Messrs. Upton and San- 
born were appointed a committee to 
make sure that the legislature ad- 
journed without legislation. This 
was accomplished by the votes of 
the 38 Republicans before men- 
tioned with 125 Democrats against 
the vote of 108 Republicans and 2 
Democrats. In all these proceedings 
Dr. Gallinger remained characteristi- 
cally under cover, in constant com- 
munication with Greene and Sulloway 
and his other Concord Railroad em- 
ployees, who were absolutely incapa- 
ble of acting as they did without his 
consent and advice; and it has never 
been denied that Dr. Gallinger op- 
posed calling an extra session and 
opposed legislation after it was 
called. 

The bargainers having defeated one 
main purpose of the extra session, 
namely, appropriate legislation for 
the making of the roll of the house to 
meet on the vth of January, secured 
thereby thf/r first great end, namely, 
a continuing dangerous political 
crisis, which they believed would tend 
to justify an organization of the new 
legislature by their compromise 
scheme. The Jones- Boston & Maine 



Demoorats had insisted that Amsden 
must be governor. Mr. Jones had 
freely proclaimed that the interests of 
his railroad required the defeat of 
Tuttle, who he assumed would veto, 
and the election of Amsden, who 
would be sure to sign, the railroad 
bills which were to be passed. 
Greene and those Republicans for rind 
with whom he was acting were will- 
ing to surrender Tuttle and elect 
Amsden if Greene could be speaker 
and Gallinger senator, but it was 
feared that they could not command 
strength enough to make ihe scheme 
successful. 

At this point it was that the whole 
disgraceful bargain for a moment 
showed its head above the surface of 
the secret negotiations. The bar- 
gainers, being made over- confident of 
their ability to seduce Republicans 
by the easy success, backed by both 
railroads and Dr. Gallinger, of the 
bargain for the defeat of legislation 
at the extra session, it was re- 
solved to sound Mr. Chairman Chur- 
chill to see if he could possibly be 
drawn into the plan to sacrifice Col. 
Tuttle. The story of that attempt is 
best repeated in the letters of Messrs. 
Reed and Pratt as follows: 

On Train, Dec. 5, 1890. 

Senator Chandler: ******5:30 p. m. 
sitting in the Eagle Hotel in company with 
Senator Corning, Representatives Leavitt of 
Sanbornton and Aldrich of Lisbon; Col. Char- 
chill and Col. Pratt of Lisbon on the opposite 
side of the room. Mr. Pratt came over to us 
and said,- "I have heard the worst story of all. 
Churchill says Greene came to him and said: 
'We can trade with the Democrats and make 
Amsden governor, Gallinger senator, Greene 
speaker, secretary of state and treasurer one 
to Democrats and one to Republicans, and so 
on.' High words followed and a flat refusal 
from Churchill; then Greene said: 'I'll be 
d— d if you have Jewettfor clerk.' " 

I took this down correctly, as I told Mr. Pratt 
I should report it to you. 
* * * * Hastily, 

Wm. J. Reed. 



40 



i 



Concord, N. H., Dec. 6, 1890. 

Hon. W. E. Chandlbb, Dear Sir: ***** 
The facts as I now understand them are that 
Herman W. Greene went to the chairman of 
our state committee and offered to trade as 
follows: Amsden to be governor, Gallinger U. 
S. senator, Greene speaker of next house of 
representatives, and the offices of secretary of 
State and treasurer to be divided between the 
two parties as could be finally agreed upon. 
This I have from the mouth of Mr. Churchill 
himself, our chairman of state committee. 

Comment to you upon such base treachery 
is needless, and I have not now the time to 
write you more than a few lines giving you the 
facts which last evening, as soon as I knew 
them, I communicated to Mr. Reed of West- 
moreland, who was about leaving for Wash- 
ington, and requested him to inform you. 
* * * * 

Yours very truly, 
L. B. Pratt. 

No one who knows Herman W. 
Greene will doubt that he was negotia- 
Ing exactly the bargain into which, as 
above appears,he endeavored to draw 
Mr. Churchill. 

Was not Greene willing if it was 
necessary to make himself speaker 
a ad Gallinger senator that Charles H. 
Amsden should be governor? He had 
already been once purchased by Mr. 
Amsden. I well remember the occa- 
sion. In the legislature of 1881 Mr. 
Amsden and other mill- owners on the 
Contoocook river wished to obtain the 
suspension for two years of the law 
requiring fish ways in dams on that 
river. The suspension was advocated 
by Mr. E. B. S. Sanborn and myself. 
Mr. Greene, a member from Hopkin- 
ton, threatened to defeat the bill. The 
session was near its end. It was 
necessary for Mr. Amsden to see Mr. 
Greene. The latter said he would not 
yield openly, but that he would go uut 
of the house and walk down the yard 
and street when the bill came up, if 
Mr. Amsden would do the fair thing. 
Mr .Greene did so withdraw (as he has 
since done on another occasion when 
a vote was being taken) and the bill 
passed. After the session was over 



Mr. Greene called upon Mr. Amsden 
for remuneration and Mr. Amsden 
paid him money for his action as a 
legislator. I trust Mr. Amsden has 
preserved the check and the corre- 
spondence. 

Therefore in reference to the 
organization of the legislature of 
1891 Mr. Amsden and the other 
Democrats knew the way of approach 
to Mr. Greene. He was accessible for 
money payments if they were neces- 
sary in addition to the promise of the 
speakership. The moral and direct 
evidence that he negotiated for 
the bargain with the Democrats 
that he should be speaker. Mr. Ams- 
den governor, and Dr. Gallinger 
senator seems to me to be complete 
and irrefragable. 

Was Dr. Gallinger a party to these 
negotiations for the sacrifice of Tuttle 
and the election of Amsden? Why 
not? It is absolutely impossible that 
Greene should have entered into any 
conference except with Dr. Gal lin- 
gers knowledge and consent. They 
live and breathe and act together al- 
ways. Greene never would have 
dared to proceed one step in such ne- 
gotiations, much less to consult with 
Chairman Churchill, without Gallin- 
ger's approval. What is there in the 
latter's character which forbids the 
idea that he would have shrunk back 
or even hesitated at a bargain which 
would make Greene speaker, himself 
senator, and Amsden governor at the 
sacrifice of Tuttle ? His fortunes were 
at the lowest ebb. In case of a full 
Republican victory by a decided ma- 
jority in organizing the legislature, 
he had not over 40 representatives 
sure tD support him. There was no 
possible chance, and he knew it from 
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the first, of hie election as senator ex- 
cept by a bargain with Jones and Sin- 
clair and the Boston & Maine Rail- 
road. Cooperation with these he had 
already begun by aiding to defeat 
legislation at the extra session. It is 
not proved that his fortunes were not 
then low and desperate by reference 
to the fact that he was afterward 
nominated for senator, because he was 
sq nominated only by arrangement 
with Jones and Sinclair and the Bos 
ton & Maine road. A bargain with 
them concerning their railroad inter- 
ests and their liquor interests was the 
only possible hope for Dr. Gal linger. 
It was finally arranged and carried 
out at a later period than that of 
which I now speak : at this stage of 
the game the bargain included the 
sacrifice of Mr. Tuttle and the elec- 
tion of Mr. Amsden. Mr. Greene was 
in it. Why was not Gallinger equally 
involved? I believe that he was 
equally guilty with Greene, and I so 
assert and charge. 

The arrangement for the election of 
Greene, the sacrifice of Tuttle, and 
the election of Amsden was in my be- 
lief only broken up by its communi- 
cation to Chairman Churchill and its 
prompt and full public exposure. 
Startling facts came to my knowledge 
and I had no alternative but to give 
them to the world. Corruption and 
treachery were rampant. Greene and 
Gallinger and Sulloway for once ap- 
parently had the game in their own 
hands. Republican ascendency was 
in imminent peril. The exposure was 
made, the alarm was sounded, the 
conspirators were frightened, and the 
cunningly planned and carefully 
wrought scheme for a compromise or- 
ganization of the legislature by the 



election of Greene for speaker and 
Amsden for governor, to be followed 
by Gallinger as senator and the pas- 
sage and approval of the eight -mil- 
lion stock- watering bills, and the re- 
peal of the nuisance act and 
the prohibitory laws, was made 
impossible as an entirety, al- 
though the bargain still went 
on as to all those projects not ren- 
dered impossible of accomplishment. 
Any intelligent observer who doubts 
the truth or the breadth of the bar- 
gain must be a person who demands 
leg^l proof of every fact and is de- 
termined wholly to reject moral evi- 
dence of the highest and most con- 
vincing character. Legal proof can 
be obtained if anyone of the persons 
accused of corrupt bargaining choos- 
es to bring an action for libel. I in- 
vite its institution. 

After the exposure of the Greene 
conspiracy a fortunate chain of cir- 
sumstances gave us a safe Be publi- 
can organization of the house. Greene 
was overwhelmingly defeated as a 
candidate for speaker in th3 Republi- 
can caucus and Tuttle was elected 
governor. The Democrats at first 
threatened to organize a second house 
of representatives. Buc dual legisla- 
tures would have made impossible the 
passage of the eight- million stock- 
watering bills and the repeal of the 
nuisance and prohibitory laws by a 
legislature of unimpeachable lawful- 
ness. Jones and Sinclair and the rail- 
roads dreaded a res^t like that in 
Connecticut, where there happened 
legislative chaos. Tuttle was timid 
and anxious. Gallinger was eager for 
the remainder of the bargain. It was 
easily consummated. The movement 
to organize a separate legislature and 
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to elect and give to Amsden the sta- 
tus of governor was relinquished, and 
Tuttle stood unopposed. It was 
agreed that Gallinger should be sena- 
tor, that the eight- million railroad 
bills should be -passed and signed, and 
also that there should be a repeal of 
the nuisance act, to be followed by 
the passage of license laws and the 
destruction of the prohibitory laws. 

I)oe8 any one now seriously deny 
that these bargains were made ? The 
only doubt which can possibly be 
entertained by any person who will 
honestly and intelligently study 'the 
situation is whether Dr. Gallinger was 
a party to Greene's negotiations for 
the election of Amsden instead of 
Tuttle and for the repeal of the nuis- 
ance and prohibitory laws. The prin- 
cipal fact stands oat undeniable and 
undenied, that Dr. Gallinger's nomi- 
nation as senator was secured by an 
arrangement under which Jones and 
Sinclair, and the Boston & Maine 
Railroad, as well as the Concord Rail- 
road, put their joint and invincible 
and corrupt forces at work and made 
the nomination, and were rewarded 
for their services by the passage 
through the influence of Dr. Gallinger 
of the eight- million stock- watering 
bills. No person in the state was ever 
more hated than Dr. Gallinger up to 
that time by Jones and Sinclair and 
the Boston & Maine Railroad. He 
had opposed them in 1887 and had pro- 
cured to be made against Jones, Sin- 
clair, and John W. Sanborn specific 
charges that they had attempted to 
corrupt Lang of Alton and other 
members of the legislature of that 
year.e His denunciations of them 
personally may be interesting reading 
in this connection. 6 Bat they needed 



rum and railroad legislation and he 
longed for the senatorship. Neither 
parly could get what it sought with- 
out the aid of the other. United both 
could succeed; and so they bargained 
to that extent. This much is con- 
ceded by everyone. 

Concerning the repeal of the nui- 
sance act there may be honest doubts 
in some minds whether Dr. Gallinger 
agreed to participate in this part of 
the bargain. For myself I have a full 
belief that he watt committed to it. 
Greene was an active promoter and 
indeed the leader of the repeal move- 
ment. I have been informed that he 
was to be paid money for his services. 
C. A. Sulloway advocated the repeal. 
The importance of the repeal to Jones 
and Sinclair has been shown to be in- 
calculable. They had Dr. Gallinger 
in their clutches. They had agreed 
to make, and had made him senator. 
Is it likely they let him off from a 
bargain which so tightly held his 
guilty partners,Greene and Sulloway? 
I do not claim that he agreed to 
openly advocate the repeal, but I do 
believe that he agreed to aid in fur- 
nishing votes sufficient to secure the 
repeal. As the time for the voting 
drew near he dreaded the issue and a 
plan was formed to let the vote in the 
house be postponed until after the 4th 
of March, when he would become 
senator. But the charge being made 
that there was a bargain and that the 
vote was to be delayed, he changed 
his tactics and spoke and voted 
against the bill. Greene and Sullo- 
way championed the other side, but it 
was defeated by 153 to 144. If it had 
not been for the publication of the 
charge against Dr. Gallinger, I be- 
lieve the bill would have passed the 
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hoase, with his aid, whatever his vote 
might have been. But he was safe in 
his senatorshlp; he is -as capable of 
breaking as of making a bargain, and 
is versed in duplicity; and so he dis- 
sembled, speaking one way and 
working the other. 

Messrs. Jones and Sinclair bitterly 
complained of him as false to his con- 
tract. Bat they mast bear as well as 
they can their disappointment. They 
received from him as large a dividend 
- on the stock in him which they took, 
as they deserved and had a right to 
expect. They will get; the balance 
dne from him in future services. 

The attempt to repeal the nuisance 



act was persisted in and a second 
vote taken. An attempt to repeal the 
prohibitory laws and to substitute li- 
cense laws was also made and failed. 
If the nuisance act had been repealed 
the destruction of the prohibitory 
laws would have followed. But the 
conspiracy for the legislation demand- 
ed by the ale and rum interests being 
exposed aroused great popular re- 
sistance. Governor David H. Goodell 
and other temperance people raised 
an outcry, the comspiracy was foiled, 
and the bargains in favor of intoxi- 
cating liquors, whatever they were 
and however far they extended^, were 
defeated or postponed. 



THE PUBLIC QUESTION. 



RAILROAD AND RUM METHODS OF GOVERNING 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 



If the charges contained in my letter 
of Feb. 25th, 1891, are, as I think they 
are, substantially demonstrated to be 
true, it may be asked: Of what public 
advantage is it to exhibit such a dis- 
honoring state of affairs? I reply, 
Much, every way! Nothing is more 
important to the general welfare of 
the people of New Hampshire than 
that they should clearly see and bold- 
ly face the existing evils involved in 
the present domination of the state 
government and of all our other inter- 
ests by the railroad managers. Con- 
sider (1) their methods, (2) the com- 
pleteness of their control of both po- 
litical parties, and finally (3) the great 
public injuries which result from their 
grasping rule. 

I. 

THEIR METHODS. 

The state of New Hampshire is now 
possessed by two railroad systems, 
that of the Boston & Maine, embrac- 
ing $90,000,000 of values, and that of 
the Concord & Montreal, including 
$10,000,000 of values. The Concord 
road is so small compared with the 
other that it only continues to exist 
because of its control of the supreme 
judicial court. It is a mere question 
of time, probably brief, when it will 
be swallowed up by the Boston & 



Maine, and then one railroad com- 
bination of $100, "06,000 of capital will 
stand alone in possession of New 
Hampshire. The methods of obtain- 
ing and perpetuating control are first: 

FREE PASSES OR MILEAGE TICKETS 
GIVEN AWAY. 

The distribution of these is wide- 
spread and everywhere prevalent 
among government officials and per- 
sons of influence. All lawyers ride 
free. The editors and newspaper 
managers ride free. Ministers ride 
free or at special rates. The gover- 
nor rides free. His council ride free. 
All officers at the state house ride free. 
The members of the legislature all 
ride free, not only during the session 
but during the rest of the year. Coun- 
ty, city, and town officers ride free. 
The wives and children of most of t%e 
freeriders also ride free. Above all, 
local politicians in every town and 
ward ride free. The exceptions to the 
above statements are so few that 
they prove the general rule. 
Corruption by free passes and 
mileage tickets is almost universal. 
No person of any importance in town* 
or state fails to rid,e free unless he 
omits to ask for his free pass or his 
free ticket. If any person, high or 
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low, rich or poor, is heard to make 
vigorous protest against any railroad 
wrong, he is approached by some 
ready emissary of the roads and 
quieted by a free pass.* 

Although the railroads are public 
corporations and there ought to be no 
more secrets about their business 
than about that of the state or na- 
tional government, yet all lists of free 
riders are ke^t from the public 
knowledge. There may , be 5,000, 
there may be 10,000, of these persons, 
hired by the railroads by free passes, 
but no authentic knowledge of their 
numbers or names reaches the peo- 
ple. The man who pays hi J fare does 
not know but what his next neigh- 
bors in the car, or all the other per- 
sons in the car, ride free. The free 
pass evil it is difficult to abate be- 
cause it is impossible to discover its 
details. No record is kept of the free 
riders, and if there were it would not 
be accessible to the public. The facts 
above stated are all true, and yet it 
would be difficult to prove them. 
The railroad officials keep silent on 
the subject, and say they are not true. 
Their consciences are blunted by long 
experience in the wrong and they lie 
with recklessness and fearlessness if 
asked about free passes in particular 
or in general. 

There is one reason why railroad 
officials falsify on the subject of free 
passes, and that reason constitutes 
the strongest indictment against the 
free pass system. Every free pass 
given as above set forth is issued in vio- 
lation of express law which says that 
no person ( with certain exceptions not 
material to this statement) shall ride 
over any railroad without paying the 
established fare.* Every railroad 



official who gives a free pass disobeys 
the law. Every person who rides free 
disobeys the law. But no one is pun- 
ished for giving or receiving a free 
pass because the railroad managers 
and free riders when they made the 
law took care to affix no penalty ; and 
so the law is disobeyed with impunity. 
A bill was introduced in the legisla- 
ture of 1881 to punish both the giver 
and the receiver of a free pass con- 
trary to existing law, and it was vot- 
ed down on two occasions, almost 
with unanimity, because nearly every 
member who voted had a free pass 
contrary to law in his pocket. 9 '*. 

At the late session of the New 
Hampshire legislature of January, 
1891, of all the law -makers present 
and voting on railroad bills and to 
elect a governor and senator not a 
dozen were not law-breakers. Every 
one had a free- pass in his pocket. 

By means of their illegal free 
passes alone the $100,000,000 railroad 
corporations of the state can govern 
it absolutely. Probably $1,000,000 
worth of free passes is given out in 
one year and the passes exert a more 
corrupting influence than $2,000,000 
paid out in money. 

But the railroads do not use as arts 
of wickedness the free pass system 
alone. They use also 

MONEY UNLIMITED FOR PURPOSES OP 
CORRUPTION. 

There is no restriction upon the 
railroads in their expenditure of 
money for the purpose of controlling 
the political government of the state. 
They pay it largely to lawyers, not to 
do legitimate legal work, but to be- 
come lobbyists, or to do other dishon- 
orable work, or to keep quiet while it 
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is being done for the railroads by 
other persons. It may be said truth- 
fully that nearly 

ALL THE LAWYERS IN THE STATE ARE 
RETAINED 

by one or the other railroad company, 
either by annual passes alone or by 
such passes and by money. This uni- 
versal paralysis of the lawyers of the 
state by the railroads is dishonoring 
to the New Hampshire bar. A law- 
yer who takes a fee merely as a lob- 
byist and does no proper legal work 
and knows that he is not expected to 
do «uch, engages in a questionable 
proceeding. A lawyer who allows 
himself to be retained by merely., an 
annual pass, not to do work for -the 
company, but to refuse to appear 
against it, disgraces his profession. 

To no class of men so much as to 
the lawyers have the people a right 
to appeal to create a public sentiment 
against encroachments made or 
wrongs committed by the railroads. 
No class in the community have more 
power or ought to be more sensitive 
and quick to exert it in behalf of 
popular rights against railroad, 
usurpations than the lawyers of 
New Hampshire. Yet nearly all our 
lawyers are completely silenced by 
free passes and railroad money. 
Comparatively few can be actually 
employed in honorable service. Why 
should all the rest for free rides and 
petty retainers become the slaves of 
the railroads, keep their mouths shut 
in the face of every railroad wrong 
and crime, and degrade the great and 
honorable profession to which they 
belong and the duties of which they 
are bound faithfully to perform? 

Not only is the legal profession of 



the state corrupted and debased by 
railroad money, bat the amounts paid 
to 

LOBBYISTS AND OTHER HIRELINGS 

would be startling if the full and ex- 
act facts could be known. Probably 
over a million dollars in money in ad- 
dition to free passes has within a re- 
cent period been paid out by the Con- 
cord and the Boston & Maine in their 
legislative and other contests with 
each other, and in their mutual as- 
saults upon the rights of the people. 

THE CORRUPTION IS A SECRET CRIME. 

Neither the exact general amount 
nor the details of these payments are 
or can be known /to the public. Yet 
why should they not be known? It is 
regarded by all Americans as essen- 
tial to liberty and republican govern- 
ment that all expenditures of any 
kind made by the municipal, state, 
aad national governments should be 
made public; and proper laws require 
and secure such publication in 
minutest detail. American govern- 
ments have no secret service fund. 
The only exception is in connection 
with the United States state depart- 
ment; and the secret fund there does 
not exceed $50,000 a year. Any at- 
tempt at the establishment of such 
funds in our state or in the nation would 
meet with a unanimous popular dis- 
approval and would fail. Yet right 
here in New Hampshire these two 
railroads have established enormous 
secret corruption fund*, and disburse 
them from time to time to control the 
political parties of the state and in or- 
der that these railroads, and not the 
people nor the legislatures and the 
executives nominally chosen by the 
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people, shall actually govern the 
state. 

Is there any doubt about the fact 
here proclaimed ? Does not every in- 
telligent person know it ? There is no 
government absolutely free in New 
Hampshire. Railroad passes and rail- 
road money dominate the state; and 
the governor, councillors, senators, 
and representatives are the mere 
agents in their offices of the two great 
railroads. Will any one dare deny 
this ? I challenge him to a discussion 
of the question, and point him to such 
notorious and overwhelming facts as 
these: (1) That every candidate for 
governor, councillor, or legislator, 
of either party, is nominated by rail- 
road influence; and (2) that the nom- 
inations are controlled by free passes 
and by large railroad money expendi- 
tures, the secrets of which are kept 
oft the records of the railroads- and 
are known only to the railroad agents 
who deal out the passes and funds. A 
law which was passed by our legisla- 
ture November 4, 1887, limiting rail- 
road expenditures for legislative pur- 
poses and requiring publicity in the 
expenditures, was repealed August 
16, 1889, almost before it had been 
obeyed in any instance. 10 

These are the methods— railroad 
passes and money — by which the Bos- 
ton & Maine Railroad with its 90 mil- 
lions and its subservient adjunct, the 
Concord & Montreal, with its 10 mil- 
lions corruptly govern New Hamp- 
shire. 

ii. 

RAILROAD CONTROL OF BOTH POLIT- 
ICAL PARTIES. 

They absolutely control the Democratic 



party. The campaign work of the 
Democracy is mainly done from the 
Boston & Maine station in Boston. 
From there for the election of 1890 the 
corruption money of Jones and Sin- 
clair was sent out. Jones, Sinclair, A. 
W. Sulloway, and John W. Sanborn, 
the Democratic bosses of New Hamp- 
shire, are Boston & Maine directors, 
and there are no Republican directors 
who have any interest or take any 
part in politics. The Democratic 
party of New Hampshire is as nearly 
as possible only the Boston & Maine 
Railroad organization. The Ports- 
mouth Times and the Manchester 
Union are Boston & Maine organs. 
John H. Pearson and the Democrats 
of the Concord railroad for a time 
maintained some show of independ- 
ence; but in the last campaign they 
finally surrendered and became a 
cheap annex of the Jones- Sinclair 
machine. Jones and Sinclair person- 
ally own one- fifth of the Concord 
railroad stock, and the People and 
Patriot is a servile Jones- Sinclair 
organ. The projects for three millions 
of watered stock of the Concord rail- 
road and five millions of the Boston & 
Maine united them at once and for- 
ever. The petty controversy between 
the two roads over the North Weare 
and Henniker road is the playful pet- 
tishness of two lovers. This will 
soon end, and their union will be 
complete. Their quarrels are like 
those of a tiger and his mate. They will 
soon cease, and together they will 
begin to devour their victims. At all 
events the railroad magnates have 
the Democratic party helplessly and 
hopeless y in their clutches. It will 
not get away. It is the facile tool o f 
the railroad combination. 
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THE PLIGHT OP THE REPUBLICAN PAB- 
TY IS BAD BUT NOT HOPELESS. 

Unfortunately the railroad manag- 
ers are Democrats who wish the de- 
struction of the Republican party and 
the success of their own. This may 
in part account for their absolute and 
undisputed control of the Democratic 
party, and should be a reason for their 
absolute powerlessness in the Repub- 
lican party. But the marvel of the 
situation is that Democratic bosses 
controlling the New Hampshire rail- 
roads are allowed to dictate the pol- 
icy and name the candidates of the 
Republican party. Their Republican 
employees, paid by passes and money, 
control the caucuses and the conven- 
tions of the Republican party and 
their tools become its nominees. So 
railroad interests are safe in any 
event, whether the Democrats or the 
Republicans elect the officials. All 
are 'for the railroads. No other illus- 
tration of the lamentable strait into 
which the Republican party has fallen 
need be given than the incident we 
have been discussing. A Republican 
candidate for United States senator, 
hostile to the politics and the railroad 
of Jones and Sinclair, finding his 
cas* hopeless without their aid, 
bargains with them for and se- 
cures his election as senator, 
pays them for their assistance by the 



passage of important railroad meas- 
ures, and becomes their bounden and 
subservient tool. His services and 
those of all the followers he can com- 
mand belong now and hereafter to 
the leaders of the Democratic par by; 
and with the aid of their money and 
their well known appliances he will 
endeavor to perpetuate his and their 
power in the Republican party. The 
present condition of this once inde- 
pendent party is lamentable enough. 
But the case is not absolutely hope- 
less. What opposition there is to in- 
jurious railroad schemes of Jones and 
Sinclair is in the Republican party. 
Sixty- six Republicans and 15 Demo- 
crats voted in the house to require 
that new railroad stock worth from 
$170 to $200 per share should be sold 
for its full value and the whole pro- 
ceeds paid into the treasuries of the 
companies instead of being issued to 
stockholders at par; while 132 Demo- 
crats and 94 Republicans voted the 
other way. Some of our public men, 
several of our newspapers, and the 
majority of our Republican voters are 
against railroad domination of the 
Republican party by Jones and Sin- 
clair. The Democracy are hopelessly 
and unanimously in the toils of the 
railroads. Republicans wear the yoke 
with reluctance and may possibly 
throw it oil. 



THE PUBLIC INJURIES 

FROM RAILROAD ANTRUM CONTROL OF NEW HAMPSHIRE. 



REPUBLICAN PERIL AND DUTY. 



The evils which result from railroad 
rule of the state of tf ew Hampshire 
are many and far-reaching. The very 
existence of the system of free passes 
and of widespread corruption by the 
use of railroad money is demoralizing 
in the extreme. The foundations of 
public and private virtue alike are 
weakened by the notorious and fla- 
grant violations of law involved in 
the distribution of free passes and the 
corruption by secret bribes from rail- 
roads of the voters and officials of the 
states without regard to the ultimate 
object of the system, whether that be 
bad or good. The integrity and moral 
tone of a community are as distinctly 
lowered by such vices as they are by 
intemperance or licentiousness. If 
permanently tolerated extreme deg- 
radation of morals and government is 
sure to result. 

The just rights of the people are 
sacrificed whenever they come in con- 
flict with the interests of the railroad 
owners. Four pending illustrations 
tell the story. 

RAILROAD STOCK WATERING. 

(1) On their actual merits the 3- 
million stock- watering bill of the 



Ooncord railroad and the 5-million 
bill of the Boston & Maine would have 
made no progress whatever. It was 
not shown by evidence; there was no 
pretense of showing that either road 
had a legitimate need of new stock. 
But even assuming such need, the 
question was: Shall such stock as may 
be authorized be sold at auction and 
the proceeds paid into the treasuries 
of the companies, or shall it be issued 
to the stockholders at par? Two mill- 
ion dollars of Concord stock sold for 
150, which is less than its market val- 
ue, would produce the $3,000,000 which 
the Ooncord managers said they want- 
ed; $2,500,600 of Boston & Maine stock 
sold at its market value of 200 would 
bring the $5,000,000 that company said 
it needed. Yet eight millions of stock 
is to be issued when four and one- 
half millions would have produced all 
the improvements to be made by the 
companies for the benefit of the pub- 
lic, which is now to be taxed 10 per 
cent, interest for all time on the eight 
millions. On the merits of the ques- 
tion no decent argument can be of- 
fered for issuing eight millions instead 
of four and one -half millions. But 
free passes and the corrupt ccntrol of 
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the legislature of New Hampshire and 
a Democratic bargain with a Repub- 
lican U. S. senator carried them 
through and they were ' signed by 
Governor Tuttle. The bills are laws; 
the wrong is done; the people are 
burdened. They cannot help them- 
selves. Their chosen public servants 
have betrayed and robbed them. 

THE LARCENY OP THE STATE'S INTER- 
EST IN THE CONCORD RAILROAD 

(2) The state of New Hampshire 
has an interest worth from two to 
three millions of dollars in the Con- 
cord Railroad. By the 17th section of 
its charter granted in 1835 the state 
reserved the right to take the road at 
any time after 20 years by paying its 
cost and making up to the stock- 
holders any arrears of dividends be- 
low 10 per cent. 

The road cost $1,500,000 

The arrears of dividends in 

50 years below 10 per 

cent, are 660,000 



To be paid by the state in 

order to take the road, $2,160,000 
With such interest if any 

as the legislature may 

choose to pay; simple 

interest would be about $1,000,000. 
The road is worth, at the 

present market value of 

its stock of $170, $5,100,000. 

Why does not the state realize the 
two or three millions of value which 
it has in the Concord Railroad? The 
state debt is $2,500,000. Why should not 
the Concord Railroad pay that debt? 
Mr. Austin Oorbin offered to pay 
$1,000,000 for a conveyance of the 
state's interest; or to bid at public sale 
against all comers for the interest. 



But the railroad company, in politics, 
in the legislature, in the supreme 
court, is too strong for the people. 
The judges say the people cannot 
take the road, but have given no 
reasons why. There never was an 
opinion so utterly at variance with 
all truth, so utterly destitute of all 
legal logic, so founded on error, and 
so unsupported by anything resem- 
bling argument. The railroad law- 
yers argued that the road could not , 
be taken because under the law of 
1889 it had been united with the Mont- 
real road. But section 14 of the law 
ot 1889 said: "Nothing in this act 
shall impair any rights or interest the 
state may have in * * * * the Con- 
cord Railroad, * * * * " 

Still the people stagger under their 
debt of $2,500,000 and the Concord 
Railroad corporation robs them of 
their two or three millions in the 
Concord Railroad ll 

THE RAILROADS PAY ONLY ONE HALF 
THEIR JUST TAXES. 

(3.) The railroads of the state have 
never paid their juet share of the taxes 
required for the support of the govern- 
ment. As far back as 1871 the whole 
state tax assessed upon the railroads 
was $242,572.56, of which the Concord 
Railroad paid $41,795.44, the Boston, 
Concord & Montreal, $11,748.45, and 
the Boston & Maine, $25,580.41. But 
under a system of railroad manipula- 
tion of the state government in all its 
branches, legislative, executive, and 
judicial, which has grown until its 
domination is now absolutely tyran- 
nical, the amounts were gradually 
crowded down until in 1877 they were 
as follows: 

Total, $154,170.67; Concord, $28,- 
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519 27; Montreal, $16,692.07; Boston 
& Maine, $14,756.52. 

Under the movement inaugurated 
by Messrs. N. G. Ordway and O. 0. 
Moore, which culminated in the strug- 
gle over the various tax laws in the 
legislature in 1878 (in which Dr. Gal- 
linger as state senator became the ad- 
vocate of the railroads against the 
people, and has recently called public 
attention to his discreditable action) 
the railroad taxes were crowded up 
until they were in 1879: 

Total, $215,094.72; Concord, $29,257.- 
81; Montreal, $37,586.90; Boston & 
Maine, $16,865.75. 

As soon as possible, however, rail- 
road pressure was renewed, and in 
1880 they were forced down again; 
and in 1882 the reduction brought 
than* as low as $170,003.85, which was 
$72,568.71 less than in 1871! 

la 1889, a time of the Highest pros- 
perity and of the greatest business 
ever done by the roads, the taxation 
was only as follows: # 

Total, $241,709.96; Concord, $33,- 
865.36; Montreal, $32,560; Boston & 
Maine, $25,171,25. 

In 1 1890 the tax on the Concord & 
Montreal united was only $77,168.31— a 
trifle more than the last tax in 1889 
when they were separate. 

Now I do not hesitate to say that 
these taxes are altogether too low; 
they ought to be raised somewhere 
from 50 to 100 per cent. I will en- 
deavor to prove this by showing the 
method by which the Concord & Mont- 
real Railroad tax was assessed. 

The board of - equalization found 

that the stock and bonds were worth 

as follows: 

The $3,000,000 old Concord Railroad 
stock, half water,— selling in the 
market at 170, found by the 
board to be worth 160, $4,600,000 



$800,000 of Montreal B.B. preferred _^ 

stock at 180, * 1 ' J5*SS 

$1,000,000 of Montreal Common at 70, 700,000 

$4,128,000 Montreal bonds at par, 4,128,000 

Total value as found by the board, $10,368,00C 

Having ascertained this value of 
over $10,000,000— the figures should 
have been more than $11,000,000— did 
the board proceed to assess the road 
on that sum? By no means. This is 
what they did. They arbitrarily sub- 
stituted for the value as they found it 
of $10,368,000 the sum of $6,000,000. 
But they did not stop here. They fur- 
ther reduced that amount 12 per 
cent., in supposed accordance with 
some fanciful idea of the supreme 
court, making the taxable amount, 
$6,280,000. 

Did they cease at this wrong? Not 
at all. The average rate of taxation 
throughout the state was $1.68— the 
highest in Carroll county, $2.32; the 
lowest in Cheshire, $1.39. But the 
board arbitrarily assumed the average 
as $1.50, and assessed at that rate the 
$5,280,000, less $135,446 of values 
taxed locally, making the $77,168.31 
as anyone may calculate it. 

If anyone asks why the Concord 
Railroad, instead of being assessed 
$1.68 on $10,368,000 to make a tax of 
$174,182.40, is only taxed $1.50 on 
$5,280,000, making a tax of $77,168.31, 1 
can give no answer except that which 
I have reiterated so often in these pa- 
pers — namely that the railroacfs of 
the state own the state, and have cor- 
rupted by free passes and money the 
executive and legislative branches 
of the government and have seduced 
the judiciary. The total taxes paid 
by all the 370 miles of road in the 
Concord system are $88,202.31. Taxed 
$1.68 on their full value of 90 per 
cent, more than they were valued by 
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the board of equalization, they would 
pay 1187,694.51. 

The 589 miles of road in the Boston 
& Maine system pay a total tax of 
9131,478.81. Taxed $1.68 on their like 
full value they would pay $279,786.90. 

Increase the whole railroad tax in 
like manner, and instead of $268,018.- 
62 for the year 1890 the state would 
have received $570,343.61. 

The people lose $302,324 99 every 
year because a small percentage of its 
citizens ride on free passes and are 
corrupted by railroad mouey. 

Do the people of the state need 
these taxes? Their state debt is $2,- 
481,453.34. Their county and town 
and city indebtedness is $7,391,849.86. 
The assessed valuation of the towns 
and cities is $185,530,530, paying taxes 
amounting to $3,126,171.10. The total 
railroad valuation as made up by the 
board of equalization (exclusive of 
$409,692.90 taxed in the towns) is only 
$17,867,908, paying as taxes only $268,- 
018.62! 

Is this a fair division of the public 
burdens? The figures are dry, but a 
study of them will not prove un- 
profitable to those tax payers of the 
state who pay their fares when they 
ride on the railroads. 12 

THE 250 MILE MILEAGE BILL DE- 
FEATED. 

(4.) There was before the legisla- 
ture of 1891 a bill compelling the 
railroad companies to sell 250 -mile 
mileage tickets for $5 each. They are 
now selling 1,000- mile tickets for #20 
each. The companies tried to stop 
the bill in the house, but in spite of 
free passes and every other means 
used it was passed. lb was reported 
and about passing the senate when 



the companies gave orders to stop it; 
a majority of senators betrayed their 
constituents and it was defeated. So 
is it and so will it be with every 
measure designed to compel the roads 
to give fares and freights to the pub- 
lic at lower rates than they choose to 
give. The legislature is not the master 
of the railroads. The railroads are 
the owners of the legislature. 

NO RAILROAD COMPETITION. 

Thus it is in all directions. There is 
no free railroad law, notwithstanding 
consolidation has made competition 
impossible. No railroad from Brook- 
line into Massachusetts unless the 
Boston & Maine consents ! No road at 
all from North Weare to Henniker, 
because the two companies have a 
disagreement! What the railroads 
choose to do they will do. Nobody 
can stop them. What they are not 
willing to do they will not do. No- 
body can compel them. They are the 
masters; the people are their slaves. 

THE RAILROADS HAVE BECOME ALLIES 
OP THE RUM- POWER. 

The railroads have also become the 
allies of the rum power and have de- 
creed the repeal of the prohibitory 
laws of the state. Temperance laws 
are indeed inconsistent with the de- 
moralizing free pass system and the 
corrupt methods of Messrs. Jones and 
Sinclair. Under their management 
the breweries, the liquor saloons, and 
the Boston & Maine Railroad are all 
one interest conducted according to 
one plan. Their breweries gave them 
control of the railroad ; the railroad 
must sustain their breweries. The 
nuisance act and the prohibitory laws 
are doomed. They barely escaped 
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destruction at the late session. A 
■change of 7 votes in the house on the 
t bird of March would have repealed 
them all. Next year they are to go, 
if the breweries and the railroads re- 
main in partnership. Making drunk- 
ards, ruining the bodies and souls of 
men, blighting the lives of children, 
breaking the hearts of wiveq, educa- 
ting and creating thieves, ravishers, 
and murderers, transporting freight 
and passengers by railroad, issuing 
free passes and corrupting politi- 
cians and legislators, all go hand in 
hand together: — Frank Jones and 
Charles A. Sinclair, managers — and 
dominate, control, and degrade to 
their base uses society and govern- 
ment in the once proud but now thus 
dishonored state of New Hampshire. 

WHAT OP THE FUTURE ? 

Tn this situation the Democratic and 
Republican parties confront each 
other with the campaign of 1892 be. 
fore them. Last year Governor Tut- 
tle had 93 ballots more than Mr. Ams- 
den In a vote of 86,228 and the legis- 
lature was organized Republican, 
and the governorship and the sena- 
tor ship saved. What will be the 
result next year? The Democratic 
party is the party of freetrade, and of 
cri ma at the South and in New Hamp- 
shire. I hope and shall labor for its 
defeat under all circumstances. But 
can it be defeated? Jones and Sin- 
clair have at their back the rum 
power, the power of $100,000,000 in- 
vested in the Boston & Maine and 
Concord & Montreal railroads, and 
unlimited corruption money. They 
are natural corruptionists. Bribery 
and corruption are their usual meth- 
ods and they do not desire nor use any 



others. They have continuously in 
their pay over 200 of the most active 
Republicans of the state, beginning 
with the higher Republican lawyers 
and officials, and descending to the 
lowest town and ward politicians; 
while no Republican leaders or inter- 
ests have in their like employment a 
single Democrat. Jones and Sinclair 
will control our nominations for gov- 
ernor, councillors, and members of 
the legislature. They will select the 
chairman of our state committee, and 
will know all the plans, and the 
secrets, if there be any, of our can- 
vass. Whatever may be said in de- 
fence of the propriety of the conduct 
of Jones and Sinclair, the Boston & 
Maine Railroad managers, and the 
Jones- Sinclair Republicans before the 
election of November 4th, 1890, there 
can be no palliation of their action in 
politics after that date. The railroad 
power was unscrupulously used for 
the purpose of preventing a Republi- 
can organization of the legislature, 
and for the defeat of Tuttle and the 
election of Amsden as governor; and 
the Jones -Sinclair Republicans were 
ordered, induced, and compelled to 
join in the treacherous work. Can 
the Republican party successfully en- 
counter all the same odds in 1892? It 
is a question of the gravest doubt. 

The Republican party embodies the 
noblest aspirations a ad guards the 
most important and dearest interests 
of the nation, as well as of the state 
of New Hampshire. Under all cir- 
cumstances and with whatever result 
to myself I shall desire and labor for its 
success, a* is too well understood. 
While the Democratic party, leaders 
and voters, is hopelessly subjugated 
to rum and railroad control and no 
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single Democrat or Democratic news- 
paper lifts a voice against it, the 
masses of the Republican voters and 
many of its leaders and newspapers 
desire not to jrield absolute subserv- 
ience to Jones and Sinclair, to the 
railroad impositions, and to the re- 
peal of temperance legislation. Will 
they sufficiently exert themselves to 
so organize and control their party as 
to give it victory over its enemies in 
whatever guise ? It is to be hoped 
they will. The party should set itself 
more resolutely than ever against the 
attempt to destroy or weaken our 
temperance laws and to let the demon 
of intemperance have free course in 
the saloons and homes of the state; it 
should demand that the actual value 
of the state's interest in the Ooncord 
Railroad, be it one, two, or three mil- 
lions of dollars, shall be obtained and 
applied to the payment of the state 
debt of $2,500,000; it should advocate 
the increased valuation for taxation of 
the state railroads from eighteen mil- 
lions to nearly double that sum; it 
should demand the extinction of the 
system of free railroad passes, and 
of the use of unlimited corruption 
funds by railroads, and require an 
exact record and the fullest publicity 
of all free passes and railroad expen- 
ditures; it should demand the pre- 
vention of the issue of watered stock, 
in any form or on any pretense; it 
should advocate a free railroad law, 
so that there may be some safeguard 
against the higher fares and freights 
otherwise sure to come in the not 
very distant future as the result of 
unlimited consolidation without com- 
petition; it should favor the election 
of the state railroad commissioners 
and the state taxation commissioners 



by the people; and above all it bhould 
rid itself in some way of the horde of 
Republicans owned by Jones and Sin- 
clair, who, in the pay of those Demo- 
crats or their railroads, are daily be- 
traying the real interests of the Re- 
publican party. Whether of high or 
low estate, whether in the United 
States 3enate or in the Republican 
state committee, or in our caucuses or 
conventions, these men should be 
forced to terminate their relatione 
with the money of the breweries, sa- 
loons, and railroads of Jones a ud Sin- 
clair, or they should be driven from 
the Republican party or their influ- 
ence therein should be destroyed. If 
these things shall be done, or in good 
faith and with sincerity and zeal at- 
tempted, and the Republican party 
shall be thus purified and popular- 
ized, it will meet with victory in 
1892 and find along renewal of its 
lease of power in New Hampshire. 

But the reform is not one easy of 
accomplishment. The Jones- Sinclair 
Republicans are well entrenched. 
They travel free on the railroads and 
have rum and railroad money to 
spend, while honest Republicans must 
pay their fares and all their own bills. 
Prior to every caucus and convention 
the Jones- Sinclair Republicans will 
make their arrangements, will pick 
the delegates and candidates, and be 
on hand early to nominate them. 
Their delegates to the conventions 
will ride free, while anfci-rum and anti- 
railroad delegates will have to pay. 
Like locusts in Eg^pt, the Jones- 
Sinclair cohorts will descend upon 
the Republican fields and eat away 
and destroy Republican substance. I 
am not over-hopeful of success against 
such ever present, ever active, ever 
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unscrupulous, and ever oorrupt and 
vile forces, which, having always had 
fall possession of the Democratic 
party, have also for many years been 
living upon the opportunities which 
they have found in controlling the 
Republican party for base and un- 
worthy purposes. But the Republi- 
can voters through whom the party 
is thus managed for evil do not num- 
ber 5,000. There are over 40,000 who are 
at heart against such practices. Not 
over 10,000 people ride free on the rail- 



roads; 360,000 pay their fares. Shall 
these comparatively few free riders 
and corruptionists rule the great 
masses of honest people to the dis- 
honor and injury of the state? The 
way of danger and the way of safety 
lie both plainly in sight of the Repub- 
licans of New Hampshire. My own 
views and purposes, in a vital party 
emergency, I have deemed it my duty 
to lay before my fellow- citizens for 
such consideration as they may be 
entitled to receive. 



APPENDIX. 



R'S OPPOSITION TO THE RAILROAD TAX 
LEGISLATION. 



- JTE I. 

Dr. Galiinger having: himself brought 
to the Iron* and challenged observation 
concerning his action as state senator in 
1878 on the tax measures, a fall statement 
may be interesting to him and his friends. 
The June session of 1878 was n >ted for 
Its contest over the bills reported by the 
tax com mi- h ion appointed under joint 
resolution of November. 14, 1877. The 
commissioners were the state treasurer, 
Solon A. Carter, and Messrs. N. Q. Ord 
way, O. C Moore, William H Cummings, 
andW. H. fl. Ma^on. They reported 19 
different bills concerning taxaiiea, some 
of which passed and several were defeat- 
ed by the interests whose taxes were to 
be increased. The principal ptruggle was 
over the bill for a state board and the 
railroad taxation bill. The first provided 
for a state board of equalization to con 
sist of the secretary of state, state treas- 
urer, and attorney general and two per- 
sons to be appointed by the governor and 
council, one from each of the two lead- 
ing political parties. The second direct- 
ed the state board to determine the actual 
\ value of every railroad liable to taxation 
and laid down rules to guide the board. 
They w«re (1) to compute all six percent, 
stocks and bonds at a value not less than 



[par; (2) all stocks and bonds paying a 
, erreateror less rate than 6 p^r cent, at a 
proportionately higher or lower value, 
and (3) to consider * earnings and ex- 
penses as one of the elements of value. 

The railroads made two contentions; 
that the supreme court and not a board 
should assess the taxes and that the in- 
debtedness of a railroad should be de- 
ducted in determining its value. Mr. O. 
C. Moore, who was the only member of 
the commission in the house, led the fight 
against the roads but the latter managed 
! to secure the assistance ot nearly every 
other prominent member. 

The Monitor of July 17, 1878 says: 
"It must be evident to the most casual 
observer about our halls of legislation 
that a strong effort is being made to de- 
feat the more important and more benefi- 
cent of the measures reported by the tax 
commission for the equalization of taxa- 
tion." 

The house railroad committee with such 
surroundings of course reported on the 
railroad taxation bill, that it was inex- 
pedient to legislate. Mr. Moore opposed 
the report. July 25 the Monitor 
advocated legislation and in the Monitor 
of the 26th Mr. Chandler published a 
Letter in which he says: "Railroads 
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should be taxed like all other property 
according to their actual value, whether 
that value is represented by capital stock 
or bonds or by both, and the gross dis- 
crimination which has been heretofore 
made, either through legislative neglect 
or judicial dereliction, should be blotted 
out forever." 

In the Monitor of July 31 is an ac- 
count of the opening of the debate. Mr. 
Moore argued in favor of the bill and that 
the basis of taxation should be the actual 
value of the roads like that for taxing 
other property. Mr. C. C. Lund of Con- 
cord argued the other way. 

In the Monitor of August 1st it ap- 
pears that the debate was continued, al- 
most one sided ; and Mr. John G. Sin- 
clair made an earnest appeal in behalf of 
of the Boston, Concord & Montreal Rail- 
road. The paper of August 8th contains 
another long speech by Mr. Sinclair, re- 
plied to by Mr. Moore, and it appears 
that then Mr. Sinclair moved to postpone 
the bill until the next session. This mo- 
tion was lost, yeas 139, nays 191. Mr. 
Hobbs of Ossipee then moved an amend- 
ment which while providing for taxing 
the actual value of the roads by the board 
of equalization struck out all the rules 
proposed for ascertaining the value and 
left the method entirely to the board. 
This amendment was carried by defections 
caused by the railroad influence; yeas 170, 
nays 142, and the bill thus passed the 
house. 

In the senate on August 13 the bill was 
considered and an amendment was pro 
posed by Dr. Gallinger and adopted* The 
railroads had quietly secured all the 12 
senators except William H. Cummings 
who had been a member of the tax com- 
mission. 

In the Monitor of 'August 16th Mr. 
Chandler treated the subject in a long 



article charging that the Boston, Concord 
& Montreal Railroad had smothered the 
tax reform by the senate amendment pro- 
viding that the judges and not the board 
of equalization should assess the railroad 
taxes, and that in determining the 
actual value of a railroad the board should 
consider the financial condition of the 
company. Mr. Chandler called the sen 
ate amendment "the old fraud in anew 
guise." 

The bill went to a conference commit- 
tee. The speaker should have appointed 
a house committee in favor of the house 
bill, but named two members in favor of 
the senate amendment, J. G. Sinclair and 
Mr. Sargent of Concord, with Mr. Moore. 
The majority of course reported in favor 
of the senate amendment, "the old fraud 
in a new guise." Mr. Moore made a 
minority report; and an earnest debate 
ensued. Mr. Wallace of Newton said: 
"The people would have just ground of 
complaint if the railroads were taxed by 
one rule and themselves by another." 

The conference report was rejected, 
yeas 66, nays 232. Under these circi in- 
stances the speaker was compelled to ap- 
point a committee of a different complex- 
ion. He should have appointed Mr. 
Moore and as one of the two others a 
member who would have sustained Mr. 
Moore. He named, however, Messrs. 
Stevens of Nashua, Hobbs of Ossipee, and 
Patterson of Hanover. The best that 
could be obtained from the new commit- 
tee was the provision that the board of 
equalization should value the railroads at 
their actual value with no rules to guide 
them; but the provision for considering 
the financial condition of the roads was 
left out. The friends of equal taxation 
accepted this result as the best they could 
get, and the bill passed both branches 
without opposition. 
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In the Monitor of August 20 Mr. 
Chandler published a letter on the sub- 
ject of 'Equal Taxation Accomplished; in 
which be called attention to the fact that 
the result had been reached against all 
the lawyers in both houses, against 12 
house and 3 senate members of the rail 
road committees and against 11 out of 12 
senators ; and then follow the criticisms 
of Dr. Gallinger recited in the text of 
the present series of papers. No more 
shameless and brazen-faced subserviency 
to corporation power was ever exhibited 
than that here displayed by Dr. Gallinger, 
John G. Sinclair, and the other railroad 
tools; — except in the legislature of 1891! 

As shown in the text the total railroad 



tax was crowded up in 1879 from f 154,- 
170 67 to 1215,094.72, an increase of |60,- 
924 05, and the Montreal tax from $16, <- 
692.07 to |37,586.90, but the railroads soon 
crowded it down again. This subject of 
railroad taxation is farther treated in the 
text and in the appendix. 

Although the railroad? had to submit 
to valuations by the board and not by the 
judges, they forced this compromise, that 
the supreme court should appoint the 
members of the board. The method is 
grossly unconstitutional, well known to 
be such by the judges, and yet they have 
clung to the law for 13 years, in their 
eager desire for more power than belongs 
to them. 



DR. GALLINGEIl'S CONNECTION 

WITH THE PEOPLE'S BENEFIT FRATERNITY AND QTHER 
ENDOWMENT ORDER COMPANIES. 



NOTE 2. 

When a person like Dr. Gallinger takes 
the responsibility of publicly proclaim- 
ing and persistently adhering to a dis- 
honoring charge against another the 
question continually recurs, what is his 
own character? Is he himself an honor- 
able and honest man or the reverse? In 
farther answer to this interrogatory i- is 
not my purpose at this time to treat of 
his connect iOD with the Sequachee Val- 
ley Land and Investment Company of 
Tennessee. There are New Hampshire 
gebtlemen of good character who have 
made considerable investments in tha* 
company and who will I hope without 
swindling others be able themselves to 
avoid serious loss therein. I do not wish 
to injure or annoy tnem. Tin re will be 
time enough to write the history of the 
Sequachee Company after it is wound 
up. 

But no considerations whatever require 
abstention from comment upon the so 
called endowment order companies which 
Dr. Gallinger has been instrumental in 
organizing and for the result? of which 
in swind ing New Hampshire citizens he 
is more responsible than any other of the 
projectors. Indeed, imperative duty re- 
quires that every person who comprehends 
should expose the villainy which inheres 
in these rotten companies and do his ut- i 



most to secure the punishment of its 
perpetrators. Take for illustration the 
company advertised as the "Best of All," 

The People's Benefit Fraternity of Con- 
cord, N. H. 

The People's Benefit Fraternity Journal, 
a newspaper published by the company, in 
its issue for July, 1891, states the promise 
which the company ma'res to its mem- 
bers unconditionally as follows: 

Cost of membership, $6. Each cer- 
tificate is for $500. A member may hold 
as many as 5 certificates at the same time 
and thus carry from |500 to f 2,500. 

"Certificates mature in ten years which 
time is divided into 4 periods of 2 1 2 
years each. At the end of the 1st, 2d, 
and 3d periods certificate holders are 6n- 
titled to receive** partial payments from 
the Fraternity l-5th of the face value of 
the certificates they hold and at the end 
of the 4th period or the 1 0th year they 
are entitled to receive the remaining 
2-5ths. A member holding 5 certificates 
or $2,500 will receive |500 in 2 1-2 years, 
$500 at the end of five years, $500 at the 
end of 7 1-2 years, and the remaining 
f 1,000 at the end of 10 years." 

According to its "Conspectus and Cross - 
X-amination" published at Concord in 
1890 the company states the promise t 
this effect : that for f 1 per month for 10 
years ($1 per month, $12 per year, f 120 
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in 10 years) it will pay on each certificate 
$500, the payments to be made every 
2 1-2 years, the first three to be of f 100 
each, and the last to be f 200. 

The victim is also assured that instead 
of waiting for the 2 1*2 year period to 
arrive he may, if he becomes sick, draw 
on each certificate f 15 per week for not 
exceeding four weeks, or not over $60, and 
have the amount so drawn deducted, with 
interest, from the 2 1-2 yearly payment 
when it becomes due; this kind of pay- 
ment being called a "sick benefit/' 

Many phrases in the "Conspectus and 
Cross X-amination" embody the seem- 
ing promise which holds out the above 
recited inducement to the victims ; some 
of which are as follows : 
Cover, page 2. — "Relief fund certificates 
shall be issued for the sum of $500 
each. Any member may, at his op- 
tion, hold one or more certificates, 
not exceeding five in number, or 
$2,500 in total amount. The holder 
of each certificate shall be entitled to 
receive a total amount not exceeding 
$500 during 10 years, of which sum 
he shall receive $100 either in weekly 
or two and one- half year benefits, 
every two and one- half years, except 
the last, in which period he shall re- 
ceive $200. The weekly benefit shall 
be $15 upon each certificate*" 
Page 5.— Q. How much will it cost to secure 
$1,000 in the People's Benefit Fraternity? 
A. We can answer only by referring you to 
the record of similar fraternal orders, whose 
certificates mature at a specified time. Also, 
to fraternal orders paying at death, and to the 
experience tables of regular life insurance 
companies. For instance, the official reports 
of the Iron Hall show that during a period of 
ten years the cost of $1,000 has somewhat va- 
ried, the lowest being $2*7.50, and the highest 
$292.50. Average cost of $1,000 in Royal Arca- 
num, $237.46; in A. O. U. W., $241.36; Knights 
of Honor, $336; average of many, $262,08. And 
in thirty American life companies for the past 



thirty years, the average actual cost of $1,000 - 
according to American Experience tables, has 
been $268.24. There is no apparent reason why 
the People's Benefit Fraternity cannot pay 
$1,000 at correspondingly low cost. 
Page 10.— Q. What guarantee have I as a mem- 
ber of the People's Benefit Fraternity that 
my certificate will ever be paid? 
A. Not only the fraternal obligation, but 
your certificate practically becomes a note of 
hand, endorsed by every member of the order, 
each pledged to pay his dollar under a penalty 
of forfeiting his own certificate. 

The most astonishing assertion ol all is 
the following: 

Page 16.^-Q. Why .is it preferred to a seven- 
years order? 

A. Because it is self sustaining after the first 
two and a half years; the amount received each 
two and a half years being sufficient to pay all 
assessments for the next two and a half years y 
and so on. 

That is to say, here is the assertion that 
inasmuch as a member on each of the 5 
certificates which he may hold has only 
to pay $30 during the first two and one 
half years and is to receive his first in- 
stalment of $100 at the end of that time, 
he can take this $100, spend $70, and keep 
$30 of it to pay his assessments for the 
next two and one half years, and so on to 
the end, never actually investing any 
money of his own except the first $30 t 
and yet making a profit of $380 in 10 
years ; or never investing more than $150, 
getting that back and $350 more in 2 1-2 
years, and surely making in all $1,900. 

Of course if such promises as the above 
were unequivocally made the swindlers 
would be liable to suits to compel them 
to pay. Therefore certain evasions are 
cunningly distributed through the book. 
The words "not exceeding" are carefully 
inserted before $500 in one statement of 
the promise. What sort of a promissory 
note is that which agrees that the signer 
will pay the promissee in five years not 
exceeding $500? 
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For the same purpose the following 
questions and answers are also inserted 
in the body of tbe book : 

Page 14.— Q. Does the People's Benefit Frater- 
nity anywhere promise to pay $500 on each 
certificate for any definite or invariable 
amount? 

A. No. 

Q. What promise is made? 

A. That all claims will be paid in accordance 
with the constitution and laws of the order, at 
the lowest possible cost. 

And at last in order to make all things 
finally sure so that by no possibility can 
the swindlers be crowded into a corner 
tbey say this : 

Page 5.— Q. How much is each assessment? 

A. One dollar on each certificate of $500. 

Q. How often are assessments levied? 

A. One at first of every month, and such ad- 
ditional assessments as may be necessary from 
time to time to meet the obligations of the 
Order. 

That is to say, if the deceived members 
posh them too hard the knavish officers 
can by the terms of the contract assess 
their pursuers enough to pay their certi- 
ficates! As each victim demands his 
11,000 the officers can assess him f 1,000 
to pay him with, and as much more as is 
needed to pay the expenses of the swin- 
dle! 

It is the case of a man lifting himself 
by tugging at his own boot straps. 

But the cunningly contrived "Conspec- 
tus and Cross- X- ami nation" of the 
rogues does not omit to attempt to ex- 
plain how the company can take |120 
from a man and give him back f 600 : 

Page 6.— Q. What means of revenue has the 
Peoole's Benefit Fraternity, besides assess- 
ments? 

A Interest on sick benefits and interest on 
investments. 

Page 8. Q. Yes, but I don't see how any fra- 
ternity or insurance company can pay three 
dollars for one. Will your estimated assess- 
ment?, plus the interest, equal the liabilities 
of the order? 



A. No, they do not equal the apparent lia- 
bilities or the order, but they do equal thereat 
liabilities. 

Q Are not the apparent and real liabilities 
the same thing? 

A. Ob! no. During the ten years before the 
maturity of their certificates many members 
will fail to fulfil their agreement and will lose 
membership in the order, and of course their 
certificates will not have to be paid. The ap- 
parent liabilities on 1,000 members, each hav- 
ing a $500 certificate, are $500,000, bnt the real 
liabilities are not $500 on each of the $ ',000 
members; but $500 on each of the members 
who remain in the order the full period of ten 
y*ars. 

Then follows an exhibition of the 
large number of lapses in various benefit 
organizations. 

An analysis of the above specified 
"means of revenue" by which this com- 
pany of cheatp pretends that it expects to 
pay more than $4 lor f 1 or f 500 for f 120 
may be useful to its victims. As stated 
by the managers the means are (1) assess- 
ments, (2) interest on sick benefits, (3) 
interest on investments, and (4) lapses. 

I. 



Of course an assessment of f 1 will never 
repay |4 nor assessments of f 120 repay 
f 500. If additional assessments are made 
and the proceeds honestly paid to the 
members even then they are only getting 
their own money or as much as they pay 
in. In fact the assessments of $1 each 
menth are used up in paying salaries and 
expenses and a few decoy ducks who are 
loudly to proclaim and advertise their 
luck and tow in the victims to be de- 
voured. 

II. 

INTEREST ON SICK BENEFITS. 

This is where the company advancing 
a member on each certificate f 15 a week 
when he is sick, for not longer than 4' 
weeks and not exceeding f 60, and taking 
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it out ol the first 21-2 year instalment of 
$109 becoming doe him, charges him 
interest on the sum advanced to .make 
him stand equal with those who do not 
receive their instalments until the 2 12 
years have passed. The claim that this 
charge of interest is a means of revenue 
is a transparent falsehood. Suppose a 
debtor owing a note of $500 payable in 
instalments of $100 annually without 
interest with the privilege of making 
payments in anticipation of the instal- 
ments, and having the interest on such 
advances credited to him when he makes 
further payments. ' On being asked what 
means he has of revenue for paying the 
$500 he says : One large source will be the 
interest on my advanced payments after I 
have made them! 

in. 

INTEREST ON INVESTMENTS. 

The announced fundamental plan of 
the company is that $1 per month, $12 per 
year, $30 in 2 1-2 years, shall repay the 
member $100. 

If the company gets 6 per cent, interest 
on the whole $30 for an average of 1 1 • 4 
years, it will be able to add to the $30 
interest amounting to $2.25. \ Bat $32.25 
toward paying $100 still leaves $67.75 due 
the member, and the salaries and expenses 
of the swindlers to be realized from some 
other sources. The claim that interest on 
investments will materially help the com- 
pany Julfll its promises is, ike the idea 
of interest on sick benefits, a delusion 
and a fraud known to be such by the mis- 
creants who run the company. 



LAPSES. 

This means that enough members who 
pay in the $1 monthly assessments will 
lose every dollar they pay in, to enable 



the company to pay the remaining mem- 
bers $4 for every $1 paid in. A member 
pays in $30 and at the end of 2 1-2 years 
is entitled to $100. Deducting nothing 
for salaries and expenses the company as 
above appears may possibly have $32.25 
of the member's own money to repay 
him ; and must have $67.75 from some 
other source. Suppose the members 
whose rights have lapsed have let go 
when they have paid in on an average not 
quite one half their 2 1-2 years' dues, say 
$13 out of |30. It will take the lapses of 
about five going out members to enable 
the company to fulfil its obligations to 
one member staying in. In other words, 
every member who is not himself swin- 
dled is guilty with the company's officers 
of himself swindling five of his associate 
members out of all they have paid. 

Therefore swindling their associates 
and friends is a vital and fundamental 
principle of the sharpers who use this 
company for their rascalities. 

But unless the members who have been 
induced to join are led to believe that the 
company is a fraud and either that the 
officers will steal the money (which quite 
likely they will believe) or that the com- 
pany will fail to fulfil its obligations, 
there will be no lapses. By paying in 
$30 the member becomes entitled to $100 
at the end of 2 1-2 years. Is there any 
danger that he will not pay the $30 if he 
is sure of the $100; from which he can re- 
imburse himself the $30, set aside $30 for 
the next 2 12 years' payments, and 
never put another dollar of his own 
money into an investment in which he 
is promised a sure profit of $380? 

Therefore it is shown that in this com- 
pany, if it remains solvent, there will be 
no revenue from lapses ; and that if there 
were such, the company would be one 
whose principal means of revenue and 
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tjie ODly one by which it can avoid in- 
solvency is the swindling of four- fifths 
of the members out of all they pat in by 
the other one fifth and by the officers of 
the company. 

If the People's Benefit Fraternity is a 
correct sample of the endowment com- 
panies these general remarks may justly 
be made concerning such projects: 

(i.) 

Their swindling managers deliberately 
make representations which they intend 
shall be taken as explicit promises to re- 
pay $4 for every $1 paid in by their vic- 
tims. 

(2.) 

The scoundrels cunningly weave into 
their verbose prospectuses conditions and 
limitations of their promises which are 
intended by them not to be noticed by 
their dupes but to be sufficient to protect 
themselves from being successfully pros- 
ecuted and landed in the penitentiaries 
for the crime of swindling. 

(3.) 
Their system of doing business provides 
the companies no means, income, or 
assets, from which to pay f 4 for f 1, ex- 
cept the f 1 paid in ; which cannot possi- 
bly^ if it is all invested at 6 per cent., 
draw more interest than 71-2 cents by 
the time the obligation to pay the f 4 
arrives. Besides, more than one- half of 
the f 1 is used up for expenses ! 

The scheme of the villains is (1) to 
draw in all the money they can induce 
their dupes to pay ; (2) to take to them- 
selves in the name of salaries and ex- 
penses all they can manage to seize in 
this way ; (3) to give if possible priority 
of payment to the certificates which they 
themselves hold, and (4) at the proper 
time, by calling for innumerable extra 



assessments or by otherwise bursting up 
the companies, to safely embezzle the re- 
mainder of the cash accumulated. 

Having seen what the People's Benefit 
Fraternity is, let it be considered what is 
Dr. Gallinger 's relation to it. He belongs 
to many of these orders. In the Geneva 
Cross be is announced thus: "Supreme 
Medical Examiner, Hon. J. H. Gal linger, 
U. S. senator- elect." In the People's Ben- 
efit Fraternity he may truthfully be said 
to be the leading spirit and the principal 
person responsible for its existence and 
its operations. In the published list of 
officers he appears in three capacities: 
"Medical Director, Hon. J. H. Gallinger, 
M. D., U. S. senator, Coneord, N. H.." 
Among the five trustees is "Hon. J. H. 
Gallinger, Concord, N. H„" and of the 
executive committee of seven J. H. Gal- 
linger is a member. 

It costs $6 fees to join the order, which 
amount includes the medical director's 
fee of f 1. "If the application is rejected 
all fees will be returned except the medi- 
cal director's fee." "Members failing to 
pass examination may take certificates 
waiving only the weekly benefits." The 
company started in December, 1890, and 
at the date of the last return to Commis- 
sioner Linehan its number of certificates 
was 1,709. How much less than f 1,709 
Medical Director Gallinger had received 
doqs not appear. The amount of the cer- 
tificates is |854,500, to meet which'the 
company hao on hand $552.68. The total 
income had been f 5,069.04; the disburse- 
ments for organization, salaries and oth- 
er expenses had been $4,516.36! 

It is a lamentable fact that Dr. Gallin- 
ger has induced to act with him as his 
associates in this woeful enterprise some 
men of hitherto good character, like those 
of whom the Boston Journal of August 
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18 mildly says : "Yet there are some men 
of apparent intelligence and supposed 
honesty who have lent their names and 
influence to promoting these schemes." 

All has not,, however, been plain sail- 
ing for Dr. Gallinger in connection with 
the People's Benefit Fraternity. He holds 
5 certificates first issued and if the com- 
pany can be kept alive until they become 
due and there remains #2,500 in the treas- 
ury he can take it all and let the rest of 
the certificates for |854,500 go unpaid. 
But there are men in the company as 
sharp as he. I find in the aforesaid 
newspaper dated July, 1891, issued by 
the company to aid in sucking in its 
victims a list of sick benefits paid to July 
1st, among them the following: Fred B. 
Powell, |75; William E. Adams, |45; 
Loren S. Richardson, |150; James P. 
Cilley, $150; Grace C. Ordway, fl50; 
Judson F. Trafton, |150; H. A. BlaUdell, 
|30; Charles P. Smith, $30; Sylvanus 
Harriman, |150; A. W. Davis, |90; Geo. 
R Beyerle, |75; Nellie A. Smith, |60. 

Of course any member who has proved 
sickness and has received his full sick 
benefits for 4 weeks has obtained twice 
the amount of his assessments for the 
first 2 1-2 year period; if he has drawn 
for two weeks only he has more than 
obtained all his money back. Some 
members have evidently thought it a good 
time after receiving sick benefits to drop 
out ; to let their certificates lapse (there- 
by giving the company more revenue!) 
But this exefciee of an undoubted right 
by victims (who had Dr. Gallinger's cer- 
tificate that they were not sick when they 
came in and must have had his certificates 
of sickness in order to draw their sick 
benefits) has raised a commotion in the 
company's camp. Its newspaper for July 
has been sent to such members with a 



large blood red hand pointing ominously 
to the following : 

49- A Warning. 

A member who would draw sick ben- 
efits from an order to an amount several 
times greater than he had paid in, and 
then refuse to pay any further assess- 
ments to the fund from which he had 
just drawn, is putting himself into a po- 
sition which no honest person would care 
to occupy. It is a fraud on the qrder and 
robbery of a trust fund in which every 
member has a direct financial interest. 
Such a person should be marked among 
his fellows and shunned as one who can- 
not be trusted. Other orders have suffer- 
ed in the past from the misfortune of 
having a few such members. The P. B. F. 
does not propose to be silent if the "cloven 
foot" of the sick benefit dead beat is dis- 
covered in its ranks, but will from month 
to month in tnese columns publish the 
names and addresses of all members who 
lapse or withdraw after receiving liberal 
sick benefits from an order they have in 
writing voluntarily agreed to support. 
Watch this column next month and you 
will know if any of this species of fraud 
has been developed. It is a matter in 
which all the members are directly inter- 
ested, and we will see that they are kept 
informed. 

The foregoing warning one would sup- 
pose would be considered drastic medi- 
cine enough. But it does not seem to 
have frightened all the members who 
finding their officers getting away with 
all the funds of the company had thought 
it expedient to be sick enough to get 
back their money ; and therefore more 
violent doses, not homoeopathic, have 
been prescribed by Dr. Gallinger. He 
has add i ion ally sent to one of the con- 
valescent members who has been smart 
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enough to outwit the gang of cheats into 
whose hands he had fallen the following 
letter: 

Concord, N. H., July 9, 1891. 

tor 

Concord, N. H., 

Dear Sir and Friend : Yon are hereby 
notified that three assessments are now 
due and unpaid, and that you are subject 
to suspension for non-payment of the 
same. If paid before July 16, your sus- 
pension will not be reported, and no fine 
will be exacted. Further information 

may be obtained of Brother— — , No. 

street. In the August number of the 

"Journal" the editor will publish the 
name and address of every member who 
has shown himself so contemptibly mean 
and dishonest as to sneak out and de- 
liberately defraud the order simply be- 
causethe has received as a loan in sick- 
ness a few dollars more than he has paid 
in to date in assessments. Copies of this 
paper will be sent to nearly every house 
in Concord, and over 10,000 copies will be 
circulated elsewhere. Certainly you don't 
want your name quite so freely and so 
unfavorably advertised, — it would hurt 
your reputation and hurt your business. 
And simply as a matter of friendship I 
inform you in advance. 

Yours sincerely, 

(Signed) 

Secretary, 
People's Benefit Fraternity. 

Comment is unnecessary. This is 



blackmailing; dishonoring, degrading, 
and criminating everybody belonging to 
the management of the disgraceful con- 
cern. If there remain any honorable 
men officially connected with it they 
should lose no time in publicly dissolving 
their relation. 

It may be pertinently asked pf the 
officers, why do you complain because a 
member who has drawn a sick benefit 
leaves you ? The largest sum he can 
have drawn is f 300, and in such a case, 
very shortly if he remained in you would 
owe him f 500 and could then take out 
your f 300. By his leaving, you actually 
save $200 according to your conspectus. 
Lapses you say are among your sources 
of income. 

These inquiries show that their prom- 
ises are fraudulent. The sooner the 
members get sick, draw and leave, the 
better. 

But Dr. Gallinger will remain. He 
made and is the company. No shadow 
whieh he can throw in Concord will ever 
lengthen enough to fully hide his Peo- 
ple's Benefit Fraternity. Lest I be 
charged with lacking plainness of speech 
I finish this note by saying that every 
person connected as an officer with the 
corporation belongs to one of three 
classes: He has either unwittingly 
allowed his name to be used by others, 
for the purposes of fraud, or he -is a fool, 
or he is a deliberate swindler. Dr. Gal- 
linger certainly does not belong to either 
o! the first two classes. 



JONES AND SINCLAIR ARE PUBLIC, NOT 
PERSONAL, ENEMIES. 



NOTE 3. 

Against Mr. Frank Jones and his son- 
in-law, Mr. Charles A. Sinclair, as indi- 
viduals I have not the slightest personal 
animosity. They receive from me pre- 
cisely the same treatment that any other 
two persons equally dangerous to the 
community would be given. They accu- 
mulate large fortunes by making and 
selling intoxicating liquors. They make 
millions by selling their breweries at ex- 
aggerated values in the English market. 
With their ill-gotten gains they seize the 
control of the Boston & Maine Railroad. 
They assume to be, and are, distinguished 
political leaders, and Mr* Sinclair, with all 
his habits and practices well known to the 



Democrats of New Hampshire, is made 
their candidate for U. B. senator. He is 
to hold that office if the Democrats ever 
carry the state. They have plunged their 
railroad into politics and are making it a 
powerful political agency of their brew- 
eries and their party. The prominent po- 
sitions they are seeking as politicians 
znake it appropriate and require that some 
one shall expose their crimes. The more 
they succeed by the criminal issue of free 
passes and by other acts of corruption 
and crime in smothering newspapers the 
more important it is that whoever does 
expose them shall do it fearlessly and 
plainly ; and yet without malice. 



STOCK WATERING. 



MOTE 4. 

Henry M. Putney, Esq., chairman of 
our milroad commissioners, who is also 
Mr. John B. Clarke's vigorous associate 
editor of the Mirror, argues that Jones 
and Sinclair personally lost money by 
iBeuing the new Boston & Maine stock to 
the stockholders at par. His argument 
is tbat as the stoek was about |200 per 



share in the market when the new issue 
was announced but from the effect of the 
movement went down about $25 per 
share Jones and Sinclair lost more by this 
fall on all their stock than they made by 
the premium on the new stock takep by 
them at par. For illustration : If they 
owned |3,500,000 of stock and thus be*- 
eame entitled to f 1,000,000 of new stock 



At par, and the stock went down from 
f 200 to f 175 they lost by the fall in their 
old stock f 25 per share or $875,000 and 
made f 76 per share on their new stock or 
1750,000; a net loss of $125,000. Bat let 
as make the flgnres more nearly accurate : 
Sappose they apparently lost $20 per 
share by a fall from $200 to $180 or from 
$195 to $175. They would appear to lose 
$700,000 on their old stock and to make 
$750,000 or $800,000 on their new stock, a 
gain of $50,000 or $100,000. Farther, 
suppose that shortly the stock goes back 
to its old figure of $200; then they will 
have lost nothing on their old stock and 
will have made $1,000,000 on their new 
stock. More than this amount, in one way 
or another from this stock issue I esti- 
mate Mr. Jones will make ; - over $1,090,000 
kindly donated to him by Governor Tat- 
tle. Charles H. Amsden could have 
shown no warmer gratitude. I am con 
fident that my theory in the text, of their 
plans concerning their $5,000,000 of 
watered stock is correct. But it may be 
possible that they have overshot their 
mark and that they cannot push the whole 
B. & M. stock of $18,000,000 up to $200. 
At all events, there is little doubt that 
if the proper method of raising $5,000,000 
had been adopted they could have sold 
from time to time new stock in the open 
market at $200 or more; $2,500,000 of 
stock would have produced $5,000,000. 
An unnecessary issue of $2,500,000 has 
been put out; and the « 'generations not yet 
born" will have to pay perpetually a need- 
less tax of $250,000 annually for inter- 
est on this unnecessary stock; unless, 
indeed, in some way they can console 
themselves with the paradox of Mr. Com- 



missioner Putney that although the pub- 
lic clearly will pay the $250,000 annually, 
yet that fares and freights will be no 
higher than if they did not pay it! 

So with the Concord & Montreal Rail- 
road. If it needs $3,000,000 the sale at 
$150 of $2,000,000 of stock will produoe 
that amount. The issue of $3,000,000 of 
stock is a donation of $1,000 000 to the 
present stockholders. There was in 1887 
an issue of $1,500,000 of watered stock. 
On these two issues the public is forever 
to be taxed $250,000 annually. The pub- 
lic will pay it but the rates of transporta- 
tion will never be higher than if it were 
not paid, so the able railroad commis- 
sioner says ! 

We Republicans endeavor to prove that 
a revenue from imported manufactures is 
no burden to our owo people ; that it 
comes out of the foreign manufacturers, 
and moreover, even if we pay it still it 
helps keep up the rate of wages. It is a 
hard job enough to convince our voters 
on this point. We had better not crowd 
the argument by asserting that $500,000 
extra and unnecessary dividends on wat - 
ered stock in the B. & M. and C. & M. 
railroads, although they come out of. the 
people, yet do not raise nor tend to 
raise fares and freights ! 

In addition to these perpetual un- 
necessary burdens of $50.0,000 dividends 
annually, all the state's interest in the 
Concord Railroad worth $2,000,000 is to be 
stolen from the people, with the sanction 
without reasons given of Chief Justice 
Doe and his associates ; — and all of these 
performances we are to argue are wise 
and faithful administration of the public 
affairs of the common wealth I 
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THE ALLEGED ATTEMPT TO CORRUPT LANG OF ALTON 



NOTE 5* 

Ab a part of Dr. Gallinger's lobby sei - 
vices for the Concord Railroad in 1887 he 
caused Jones and Sinclair to be investi- 
gated by the Judiciary committee of the 
house. On October 5, 1887, Mr. O. C. 
Moore stated to the committee the Lang 
charge as follows : 

"The fourth gentleman who spoke to 
me about this matter is Alonzo D. Lang 
of Alton, and he stated these facts to me 
today. He said that he was invited into 
the room of Prank Jones and Charles A. 
Sinclair, and by them was offered a posi- 
tion as engineer either at Whitefleld or 
on the new Lake Shore Railroad if he 
would work for them and support their 
measure; and in addition he was offeYed 
by them three, four, or five hundred dol- 
lars for his vote and services. 

Mr. Lang testified before the commit- 
tee as follows : 

A. — Mr. Jones called me up to the 
room. 

Q What Jones? 

A — Mr. Frank Jones. • • • • 

Q. — Go on and state the conversation, 
Just what took place. 

A. — And wanted I should work for 
them and help them on the Hazen bill. 
I don't think there was anything said 
about voting; I don't seem to remember. 
He said I might have a good job and 
three or four or five hundred dollars, and 
he thought it would be a good thing for 
me — along there somewhere — I cannot 
remember just exactly, but it was a 
hundred or more. 

Q By Mr. Colby — Do you mean that 



the three or four or five hundred dollars 
was in addition to the jobt 

A.— Yes, sir. 

Jones and Sinclair denied Mr. Lang's 
story and it certainly seems a very im- 
probable one. Governor Sawyer vetoed 
the Hazen bill on the ground that Jones 
and Sinclair had attempted wholesale 
bribery of the members of the legislature; 
and said it mattered not that Dr. Gallin- 
ger and his associates had been equally 
guilty. While testifying, Mr. Jones in- 
troduced his corn and hogs illustration as 
follows : 

"I can take 100 Republicans and in 2 
years 90 of them will vote the Democratic 
ticket." 

A member. "What do you say has 
been the result when you have employed 
Republicans?" 

A. "I say I could take a hundred Re- 
publicans tomorrow and in 2 years 90 of 
them will vote just about as I do. That 
has been my experience. • * • Men are 
a good deal like hogs ; they don't like to 
be driven, but you throw them down a 
little corn and you can call them most 
anywhere.'* 

Q. "I would like to find out how much 
corn has been thrown down this session 
of the legislature and how many hogs are 
partaking?" 

A. "I do not know that any corn has 
been thrown down, if you mean by that 
bribery. I said men were like hogs; you 
can coax them. If I were to undertake 
to drive a lot of hogs I should take a lit- 
tle corn along." 
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DR. GALLINGER'S FORMER OPINION OF JONES, SINCLAIR, 

AND COMPANY. 



NOTE 6. 

On the 20th of July, 1887, when leading 
the Concord railroad lobby against that of 
the Boston & Maine Dr. Gallinger issued 
a manifesto which may be found in the 
Boston Herald of July 21st, from 
which extracts are taken as follows : 

I regard the invasion of oar state by 
the Boston & Maine corporation with 
alarm. I believe it will be highly detri- 
mental to our best interests and that it 
ought to be resisted by every man who 
has at heart the welfare of New Hamp- 
shire. That is what I have said and I 
stand by that declaration and propose to 
stand by it until this railroad contest is 
elided. ***** • 

My observation in life has taught me 
that when men have power they are apt 
to use it. Mr. Jones used it when he ran 
for Congress and for the. governorship; 
Messrs. Sulloway and Sanborn used it 
when they were congressional candidates. 
It may be that these gentlemen have lost 
their political cunning, and are today as 
lamblike and innocent as babes. The 
leopard may have changed his spots ; the 
political claws of this trio may be as soft 
and harmless as the velvet that beautifies 
the luxurious apartments of Mr. Jones in 
the famous Rockingham House. It may 
be that Mr. Jones has buried his political 
ambition, and is now only intent on stock 
gambling, but I prefer to trust him with 
the great power he now has rather than 
with the added power he would have if all 
the railroads in the state were placed in 
his grasp. And in this matter the rank 
and file of the Democracy of the state may 
well take counsel of their fears. Not long 
ago even the proprietor of the Manches- 
ter Union was indulging in loud talk on 
the streets of Washington because no one 
from New Hampshire but Frank Jones 
and A. W. Sulloway could secure an office 



at the hands of a Democratic president. 
Give the 8e gentlemen arbitrary power, 
and no man, be he Democrat or Republi- 
can, can receive recognition in New 
Hampshire, unless he wears the collar of 
a powerful and insolent corporation. 
These are my views on the political phase 
of the railroad question. ****** 

A word more. I am in favor of a New 
Hampshire system of railroads, because I 
believe the best interests of the state de- 
mand it. I am against the Boston & 
Maine because it is designed to put in the 
hands of a few men greater power than 
can be safely intrusted to them. And es- 
pecially am I irrevocably opposed to this 
scheme since one of their leading men 
under oath, has admitted that in the 
Worcester, Nashua & Rochester deal they 
created almost half a million of dollars 
out of paper, and that they are today 
carrying around, as a part of their posses- 
sions, this %U- gotten wealth. Jay Gould, 
in his palmiest days, never did a more 
audacious thing than this. And if these 
gentlemen can make a cool half million by 
stock watering out of the purchase of a 
little road like the Worcester, Nashua & 
Rochester, who can estimate the amount 
they will make if practically all the rail- 
roads of the state pass into their control? 
I am against stock jobbing, stock* water- 
ing, and reckless railroad speculation, 
and hence I am against the Boston & 
Maine in this fight.**** 

I have great faith in the intelligence, 
integrity, and loyalty of the people of 
New Hampshire. They are jealous of 
their rights and wiU guard them scru- 
pulously. They are against monopolies 
like the Boston & Maine. ****** 

This is my prophecy, and upon it I ap- 
peal from a prejudiced press to an hon- 
est and incorruptible legislature. 

J. H. Galungbb. 
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THE FREE PASS SLAVES. 



NOTE 7. 

In view of recent disclosures the hold- 
ers of free passes over the railroads will 
hardly contend that their position 
toward the companies, is other than that 
of slavery. The recent answer of Au- 
gust 19 made by Vice President Furber of 
the Boston & Maine Railroad to the order 
of July 14th from the interstate com- 
merce commission and his letter to 
Joshua L. Foster of the Dover Democrat 
show the vast number of slaves over 
whom Mr. Furber calls his roll under 
the shadow of Bunker Hill and what he 
expects when he cracks his lash over his 
purchased human chattels. 

These are among the classes of persons 
to whom he gives free transportation in 
defiance of law : 

Class 2 includes gentlemen like Hon. 
James W. Bradbury, long eminent in the 
public service; class' 6 includes the high- 
er officers of state in the states of Maine, 
New Hampshire, Vermont, and Massa- 
chusetts, and certain prominent officers 
of the United States, like collectors of 
customs. Class 7 includes the railroad 
commissioners of each of the states of 
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, and 
Massachusetts. Class 8 includes the 
members of the railroad committee for 
the time being of the legislature of each 
of the states of Maine, New Hampshire, 
and Massachusetts. Class 10 (in the 
schedule annexed called "complimen- 
tary") includes persons whose good vrill 
is important to the corporation. 

Among the "persons whose good will 
is important to the corporation" are the 
editors of the press supposed to be free 
in the three states through whioh the 
road runs. Bebold the arrogance with 
which Mr. Furber applies the whip 
when his management of his road is 
criticised. 



Boston A Maine Railboao, 

General Manager's Office, 

Beston, June 30, 1891. 

Joshua Fosteb, Esq., 

Editor Foster's Democrat, Dover, N. H. 

My Deab Sib: My attention has been 
called to several articles that have ap- 
peared recently in your paper. It seems 
to me that the attacks which you see fit 
to make upon our railroad are unwarrant- 
ed and are unjustifiable. Under the 
circumstances it seems to me that it is 
clearly against the interest of this rail- 
road to continue business with your firm, 
Will you therefore please discontinue our 
advertisements from your columns and 
return to me the passes which were given 
you under our advertising agreement. I 
believe there are three of them, one for 
yourself, one for your son, and one for 
your reporter. 

Yours truly, 

James T. Fubbeb, 

General Manager. 

What a picture these free pass slaves 
present to the public view. Gentlemen 
long eminent in the public service, the 
higher officers of state in Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, and Massachusetts, 
collectors of customs and other promi- 
nent officers of the United States, the 
members of the legislatures of the states, 
the persons "whose good will is important 
to the corporation", including the editors 
of the press of New England, supposed 
to be "unawed by influence and un bribed 
by gain;" where is their seose of self-re* 
spect when they pull out their free passes 
on the trains of the Boston & Maine Bail- 
road, read the words "Complimentary, 
Frank Jones, James T. Furber," and in- 
sist upon riding free when all around 
them the pcorest citizens are paying their 
hard cash for their own rides and those 
of the wealthy deadheads who are willing 
to be called hogs by Jones, accept corn 
thrown to them from his crib, and to be 
kicked and insulted by Furber at his 
pleasure. It is a wonder that they do not 
also demand free a regular supply of 
Jones's ale. 
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FREE PASSES PROHIBITED BY THE LAWS OF NEW HAMP- 
SHIRE. 



NOTE 8. 

Chap. 163 of the General Laws of 1878, 
relative to Passengers, Freight and Bail- 
road Police ifl as follows: 

Section 1. A table of prices for the 
conveyance of persons and property be- 
tween the several stations on their road, 
and between their stations and the sta- 
tions of other roads with which they 
have a business connection, shall be 
posted in their depots by the proprietors 
of every railroad. 

Sec. 2. The rates shall be the same for 
all persons and for like descriptions of 
freight between the same points; such 
prices shall not be raised until after 
thirty days' notice posted as aforesaid. 
AH persons shall have reasonable and 
equal terms, facilities, and accommoda- 
tions for the transportation of themselves, 
their agents, and servants, and of any 
merchandise and other property, upon 
any railroad owned or operated in this 
state, and for the use of the depot and 
other buildings and grounds of such 
corporation, and, at any point of inter- 
section of two railroads, reasonable and 
equal terms and facilities of interchange. 

8eo. 3. Every railroad corporation of- 
fending against the provisions of section 
% shall be liable to a penalty not exceed- 
ing five hundred dollars, to be recovered 
by indictment, and to the party aggrieved, 
in an action of damages. 

Sec. 4. No person shall be allowed to 
pass over any railroad without paying 
the fare thus established, except stock- 
holders going or returning from the 
meetings of the proprietors; the direc- 
tors, superintendent, treasurer, and clerk 
of said proprietors, and of roads having 
a business connection from freight and 
passengers on said road; persons in 



charge of mails and expresses; and per- 
sons poor and in misfortune, who 'are 
unable to pay said fare, and to whom 
passes have been granted* 
' Sec. 5. Season tickets, by the quarter 
or other specified time, may be sold at 
reduced rates; and special rates may be 
established for passengers to attend agri- 
cultural fairs, public meetings, and par- 
ties of pleasure, and for military and 
other organized companies. 

Sec. 6. The conductor shall collect 
promptly the fares of the passengers so 
established, or the tickets showing that 
the same have been paid. If any passen- 
ger shall not pay such fare, or give up to 
the conductor nuch evidence of payment, 
the conductor may remove him from the 
train, and command others to assist him, 
with like authority and under the same 
penalty for refusal as sheriffs have in the 
service of process. 

Sec. 7. If «ny conductor, ticket- master, 
or other officer of any railroad shall 
knowingly violate any provision of this 
chapter relative to fares, he shall be fined 
not exceeding fifty dollars, and shall be 
incapable of holding any office or employ- 
ment on said road. 

Sec. 8. No person shall ride upon any - 
car or train who has has not paid, or does 
not pay on demand, the established fare; 
and whoever fraudulently evades or at- 
tempts to evade the payment of such fare, 
by either giving a false answer to the 
collector thereof, or by traveling beyond 
the point to which he has paid, or by 
leaving the train without having paid 
the fare, or otherwise, shall be fined not 
exceeding ten dollars for each offence. 

Sec. 9. Prosecutions for offences 
against the provisions of this chapter 
shall be commenced within six months 
after the offence is committed. 
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FREE PASS LAW MAKERS VOTING NOT TO PUNISH LAW 

BREAKERS. 



NOTE 9. 

In the legislature of 1881 on the 23d 
day of Jane Mr. Chandler introduced in 
the House a hill as follows : 

An act to punish giving or receiving 
Illegal free passes on railroads : 

Section 1. Any officer or employee of 
any railroad within the state, who shall 
make, issue, or give any free pass or 
passage ticket, not intended to be paid 
for, over such railroad, or any railroad 
connecting therewith, to any person not 
allowed or authorized to pars free ac 
cording to the provisions of Chap- 
ter 163 of the General Laws rela- 
tive to passengers and freight on rail- 
roads; or who shall pass or cause to pass 
free over such railroad any such person ; 
and any person not so allowed or author 
feed to pass free who shall receive and 
use any such free pass or free passage 
ticket — shall be punished by fine not ex- 
ceeding one hundred dollars for each of- 
fence. 

Seo. 2. No free passes shall be is- 
sued by or in behalf of any railroad cor- 
poration unless they are signed by some 
officer of said corporation authorized by 
vote of the directors to sign the same ; and 
every railroad corporation shall keep a 
record showing the date of every free 
pass, the name of the person to whom it 
is issued, the points between which the 
passage is granted, and whether a single 
trip or time pass, and, if the latter, the 
time for which it is issued ; and this rec- 
ord shall at all times be open to every 
stockholder in said corporation, and to 
the railroad commissioners; and it shall 
be the duty of said commissioners to 
cause prosecutions to be instituted on ac- 
count of the issue of any free passes con- 
trary to law. 

The railroads induced the railroad com- 
mittee to report July 12 an amendment 



striking out the second section making 
the record of the list of passes open to in- 
spection and the bill was printed and 
made the order of the day for July 14 on 
which day it was discussed. 

Mr. Beck ford of Bristol said that he 
noticed that the bill was to take effect up- 
on its passage. If it did it would put 
him in a sort of dilemma as he wanted to 
go home and use his pass. He heard oth- 
ers around him say "Me, too." [Laugh- 
ter.] He moved to indefinitely postpone 
the bill. Mr. Chandler demanded the 
yeas and nays and the roll call resulted, 
yeas 176, nays 36. 

Another bill was pending in the bouse 
amending chapter 163 of the General Laws 
relative to railroads upon which it had 
been voted that it was inexpedient to 
legislate. August 10, Mr. Chandler 
moved to reconsider and to make the bill 
a special order which motion was carried, 
yeas 118, nays 39. When the special or- 
der was reached, Mr. Chandler moved to 
add an additional section whioh was the 
two ant i- free- pass sections of his bill in- 
definitely postponed on July 14th. 

Mr. Davis of Chesterfield said he was 
willing any one should know he had a 
pass and hoped the bill would be post- 
poned. He believed the law should stand 
as it is. If this bill can't be postponed 
he wanted a provision inserted that it 
shall take effect January 1, 1899! 

Mr. Hatch of Greenland moved to in- 
definitely postpone, and pending a roll 
call the house adjourned. August 16, 
morning session, Mr. Chandler called 
for the unfinished business of August 11, 
being the consideration of the railroad 
bill. The question being upon the inde- 
finite postponement, the yeas and nays 
were demanded by Mr. Chandler. Re- 
sult, yeas 145 ; nays 53 ; and the bill was 
postponed. 
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REPEAL OF MR. 0. C MOORE'S BILL TO RESTRICT THE 
EXPENDITURE OF CORRUPTION MONEY BY RAILROADS. 



NOTB 10. 

An Act to Define and Punish the Mis- 
use of Railroad Earnings to Influence 
Legislation. Be it enacted, &c. 
Sbotion 1. Railroads being public 
trusts, any officer, stockholder, or agent 
of any railroad corporation in this state, 
or of any railroad outside the state ope- 
rating any railroad in this state, who 
shall use any of the income, funds, or 
property of the corporation of which he 
is an officer, stockholder, or agent to se- 
cure or oppose legislation, except as here- 
inafter provided, shall he deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and he liable to pun- 
ishment by a fine not exceeding one 
thousand dollars or by imprisonment in 
the state prison for a term not exceeding 
one year, or by fine and imprisonment in 
the discretion of the court. 

Seo. 2. Any railroad corporation hav- 
ing business before the legislature may 
employ counsel not exceeding three in 
any cause, and may be represented by 
any citizen and by its own officers and 
agents as actual witnessses and experts 
only, the expense of which shall appear 
• as a distinct item in the annual returns 
of every railroad under the item of "leg- 
islative expense," as required to be made 
to and published by the railroad commis- 
sioners. 



Sbo. 3. This act shall take effect from 
and after January 1, 1888. 

(Approved November 4, 1887.) — Gh. 
102, Laws of 1887. 

There was some tribulation in securing 
the passage of the above bill. Intro- 
duced July 1st, it was reported in the 
house July- 27 and passed that body 
without a division August 4; "but the 
senate introduced an amendment that 
the act should not take effect until Janu- 
ary 1st, 1888, so as to allow the corrup- 
tion bills of the railroad contest of 1887 to 
be paid without any report thereof to the 
railroad commissioners; and w th this 
amendment it became a law November 
4th. 

In the legislature of 1889 a bill was in- 
troduced in the senate unconditionally re- 
pealing the act of Nov. 4, 1887. It was on 
August 14 reported favorably from the ' 
committee on railroads and made a special 
order for the next day. But Senator Charles 
A. Sinclair hurried it up, making it in 
order on the 14th, and it passed the sen- 
ate without a division. The house in- 
definitely postponed it on August 15th, 
but on August 16th reconsidered the post- 
ponement and passed it without division 
and the governor signed it the same day. 
These last five short lines tell a long 
story. 
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SHALL THE PEOPLE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE LOSE THEIR TWO 
MILLIONS IN THE CONCORD RAILROAD? 



NOTBll. 

From 1835 to J 891— a period of 56 years 
no person ever suggested that the state 
could not take the Concord Railroad if it 
chose, under the 17th section of the char- 
ter. The company before the state's 
commission of 1889 admitted that the 
state could take the road, the only ques- 
tion being whether the state must pay 
interest on the 12,159,497.69 and if so at 
what rate. The commission reported 
May 23, 1889, that the state had the right 
to take the road. For the first time on 
the 30th* of March, 1891, Mr. Streeter, of 
counsel, argued before the judges that the 
act of 1889 authorizing the union of the 
Concord Railroad With the Montreal was 
a relinquishment of the state's right to 
take the railroad ; and he claimed that 
the 14th section which said that "nothing 
in this act shall impair any rights or in- 
terest the state may have in * * * the 
Concord Railroad" was void because re- 
pugnant to the body of the act. On the 
same day the Manchester Union corre- 
spondent at Concord telegraphed : "The 
consensus of public opinion tonight is 
that the court will decide that the state 
waived its right and has now no interest 
in the Concord Railroad." On the next 
day, March 31st, Mr. Chief Justice Doe 
and Judges Allen, Smith, Clark, Blodgett, 
and Carpenter signed a letter to the 
bouse of representatives saying (1), that 
the Concord Railroad was no exception to 
the rule that private property might 
be taken for public use on payment of 
its value to its owners, and (2) that the 



railroad could not be purchased or taken 
by the state for less than its value with- 
out the owners' consent ; and the judges 
said they would give their reasons at 
some future day. 

It is safe to assert that (beside the re- 
porter for the Union and a few of the 
Concord Railroad owners who were in 
the secret) no human being expected 
such an opinion from the judges. There 
had been considerable speculation as to 
what would be their opinion on the 
question of Interest, and whether their 
views on that point, if accepted, would 
not make it unprofitable and therefore 
unwise for the state to take the road 
under its reserved right to do so; but no- 
body, literally nobody (beside the few 
persons alluded to) expecled an opinion 
that the state had no right whatever to 
take the road under the 17th section of 
the charter; which was what the judges' 
letter after a careful study of it seemed to 
mean. 

In searching for the meaning of the 
opinion of the judges the fact that it 
was expressed in a roundabout and pecu- 
liar mode did not surprise lawyers who 
had become familiar -with the eccentrici- 
ties of New Hampshire's judges, or some 
of them. That they did not answer di- 
rectly or categorically any one of the 
questions asked them, but expressed such 
ideas as tbey entertained, in a way whioh 
no other judges would have thought of 
adopting, was not strange. If our court 
were to be asked whether 2 and 2 make 4; 
and whether 3 and 2 make 7 and were to 
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answer Yes and No, the whole profes- 
sion would be much amazed at the new 
and radical change of method adopted by 
the judges. 

Accepting novelty, obscareness, and 
tortuosity as natural and ordinary char- 
acteristics of an opinion of the judges, the 
people of the state with the lawyers to 
help tbem endeavored to find out what in 
plain English the opinion as uttered 
meant. They obtained but little light 
from the first proposition that the Con- 
cord Railroad was no exception to the 
rule that private property might be taken 
for public use on making compensation 
therefor. It clearly seemed absurd for 
the judges to formally launch this as- 
sertion at the legislature. Who in the 
world ever suggested that it was such an 
exception? Everybody knew that Chief 
Juttice Doe's dwelling house might be 
taker for public uee by paying him its 
value. Who wished or needed to be told 
that the Concord Railroad, a great public 
highway, built in the name and on the 
authority of the state, could be so taken? 

The second and only other proposition 
of the judges was that the Concord Rail- 
road could not be taken by the state for 
less than its value without the owners' 
consent. This statement seemed to sidle 
up somewhere near the questions asked 
by the legislature, but without stating 
those questions. The legislature had 
said nothing about wishing to take the 
road for less than its value. That they 
so wished was a mere inference 
of the judges, wholly gratuitous 
and unwarranted. How did they 
k low but what the legislature wished to 
take it at its full value, or even to pay 
more than its value? What business was 
it of the judges whether the legislature 
intended, if tbey had the right to take 
the road, to pay for it half what it was 



worth, or exactly what it was worth or 
twice what it was worth? Was there 
any question of law involved in such a 
desire? None whatever. The phrase 
('for less than its value" was devised by 
the judges in order to make a stump 
speech in their letter; to depart from 
their own province of expressing legal 
opinions and to encroach upon the legis- 
lative branch by giving it a short moral 
lecture. 

But waiving the bad taste and impror* 
priety of this unwarranted assumption 
as to the desire of the legislature and of 
the scolding it implied, the question next 
naturally arose in this process of hunting 
through obscurity for the real meaning of 
the judges: Why cannot the Concord 
Railroad be .taken by the state for less 
than its value if section 17 of its charter 
gave the state a right to take it upon 
such terms as might, when it chose to ex- 
ercise the right, give it the property fox 
less than its value? To this there could 
be but one reply; the state can certainly 
take it at less than its value if the 17th 
section so authorizes. Assume then that 
the judges think it does so authorize if it 
is an existing and valid statute; and it 
must be inferred that the judges think 
that it is not an existing and valid statute. 
This therefore was the final conclusion 
of the searchers after the true meaning if 
there was any in the bottom of the well 
of the judges' opinion ; that the 17th sec- 
tion was gone, destroyed, and not in 
force. 

In any other state but New Hampshire 
there would have at once arisen an out- 
cry : Why did not the judges simply say 
that the 17th section had disappeared? 
There was no pretence that the state ex- 
pected to take the road except under the 
17th section. If that section had been 
repealed, or had always been void, why 
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did not the judges say so? Bat the law- 
yers and people of New Hampshire, ac- 
customed to the mental methods of their 
judges, waited for the reasons which the 
judges promised they would give at 
some future day. They are still waiting 
for them; while the Concord Railroad 
which the state has the right to purchase 
for |2,159,497 69 and which is worth f 4,- 
500,000 continues in the hands of the 
stockholders, with |1,500,000 of watered 
stock to draw 10 percent, dividends given 
to them to enable them to more firmly 
seize the state's interest! 

While waiting for the further commu- 
nication from the judges and in default 
of any apparent reasons why the 17th 
section of the charter is not now in force 
the lawyers of the state have been trying 
to imagine what the judges may possibly 
have had in mind. The Concord Rail ^ 
road owners also feeling that the people 
who think the judges are helping to de- 
prive the state of two millions of its law- 
ful property will not continue quiet un- 
les some reasons are imposed upon them, 
are hinting at various points which they 
suggest will be given by the judges when 
they get entirely ready. 



If the opinion that the 17th section is 
gone was based upon any point stated in 
the argument it can be only this : That 
the state relinquished its rights under 
the 17th section when the legislature 
passed the act of 1889 authorizing the 
union of the Concord and Montreal rail- 
roads. To reach such a conclusion the 
judges must, however, nullify the care- 
fully expressed words of the 14th section 
of the act of 1889 : "nothing in this act 
shall impair any rights or interest the 
state may have in * * * the Concord 
Railroad." But New Hampshire juris- 



prudence cannot have fallen into such a 
degraded condition that against this ex* 
press language the judges will take |2,- 
000,000 from the people of the state which 
their legislature so carefully and explicit- 
ly undertook to preserve. 

Mr. Streeter said the reservation was 
repugnant to the body of the act. If it 
were, then by the best of authority the 
proviso, being in favor of the sovereign, 
would prevail against the grant which is 
to private individuals. But there is no 
repugnancy. The state can take the Con- 
cord Railroad stockholders' rights, once 
represented by f 1,500,000 of stock, the 
cost of the road, now represented by that 
stock and f 1,500,000 of water, making f 3,- 
000,000; and the state will then hold and 
enjoy those stockholders' rights whatever 
they may be. It does not follow that the 
state will forthwith wrest the Concord 
Railroad ruthlessly from its conjunction 
with the Montreal. It can unquestion- 
ably do so if its legislature chooses and 
the courts make correct legal decisions. 
Or it may accept the union, justly ar- 
range the future relations of its property 
with that of the Montreal road; and do 
no harm or injustice to any citizen. Mr. 
Streeter 's repugnancy is fanciful, 

11. 

If the opinion of the judges rested, as 
is everywhere believed, upon some point 
not argued by the counsel whom the 
judges invited to their assistance, it 
has been suggested that the argument is 
that the 17th section was repealed by the 
act of 1844 which was in turn repealed by 
the revision of 1867 without a revival of 
the 17th section. The reply to this argu- 
ment is (1) that the act of 1844 did not 
apply to the Concord Railroad, because 
not adopted by that company; (2) that 
if it did so apply, its 10th section is not 
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repugnant to the 17th section and does 
not supersede it, the legislature indeed in 
various railroad charters after 1844 con- 
tinuing to use the language of the 17th 
section; and (3) that if section 10 did 
supersede the 17th section it gave the 
same right to the state to take the road 
and when it was repealed in 1867 the re- 
peal, by reason of a saving clause, did not 
affect accrued and existing rights and 
was therefore limited to railroads built 
after 1867. Nothing will ever be heard 
of the argument that the acts of 1844 and 
1867 took away the rights reserved in the 
17th section of the charter of 1835. 

in. 

But one other rumor as to the reasons 
continues to circulate. The judges think 
that the state ought not to meddle 
with railroads. If it buys this road it 
must pay for it; and can only raise the 
money by taxation; which the judges do 
not favor. The 17th section was a vicious 
and indefensible provision of the charter. 
It ought not to have been there. There- 
fore it is not there. If it appears to be 
there what so appears is by judicial hands 
to be torn up by the roots and thrown 
away. Whether the constitution is to be 
quoted to destroy the lTth section or is 
to be set aside in order to destroy that 
section is not explained. Whether peace- 
ful means in accordance with some show 
of law are to be resorted to in order that 
lawful property of the state of the value 
of 12,000,000 may be taken away from its 
people, or whether it is to be taken away 
outside of and against the written law, by 
the exercise of a "natural right and duty 
of revolution" which belongs to railroad 
millionaires, when they feel in any way 
aggrieved, as much as it belongs to the 
tax payers of the state who have been 
invested with it to use when they think 



they are oppressed by unjust taxation, 
remains to be seen. But is it not a dan- 
gerous doctrine for judges to teach, that 
against the plain language of the 17th 
section of the charter of the Concord 
Railroad and of the 14th section of the act 
of 1889 the Concord Railroad proprietors by 
some revolutionary or semi- revolutionary 
process may seize and hold the state's 
interest in that road? If they are al- 
lowed to do this, even with the approval 
of the judges, may not the people on the 
other hand with equal propriety them- 
selves resort to extraordinary remedies 
such as were described by Mr. Chief Jus- 
tice Doe on the 18th of March, 1881, as 
reported in the Monitor of April 19th 
as follows : 

STATE V. U. 8. & CANADA EXPRESS COM- 
PANY. 

"Supreme court decision of March 18, 

1881 Doe, C. J. • * * The bill of 

rights not only declares that govern- 
ment is instituted for the common bene- 
fit, protection, and security of the whole 
community, and not for the private in- 
terest of a favored class, but (extending 
somewhat the precedent of the 61st arti- 
cle of the Great Charter; and accepting 
the theory of Locke — Treatise on Govern- 
ment, b. 2, c. 13, 8. 149; c. 19, 88. 221- 
243) it goes on to assert that, therefore, 
whenever the ends of government are 
perverted, and public liberty manifestly 
endangered, and all other means of re- 
dress are ineffectual, there is a natural 
right and duty of revolution. The vigor 
of this assertion is not abated by the cir- 
cumstance that it was inserted in the first 
draft of the constitution during the 
Revolutionary War, by men whose prin- 
cipal avowed reason for throwing off the 
British yoke was an abuse of the power 
of taxation. 
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Should unequal taxation ever become an 
established principle and general practice 
in this state, perverting the ends of gov- 
ernment, as it necessarily must, and en- 
dangering public liberty, as it manifestly 
would, and should all peaceful means of 
redress be ineffectual, the oppressed 
might be tempted, at a favorable oppor- 
tunity, to appeal to the remedy and pre- 
cedent that would still remain for them 
in the precept and example of the fathers. 
In its relation to the general principles of 
constitutional liberty, and the material 
and moral prosperity of the state, which 
depends so much upon the peaceful in- 
dustries of a contented people, the prac- 
tical importance of this subject can 
hardly be exaggerated. Unequal tax a* 
tion, adopted as a settled theory and 
usage, would, in the present condition of 
public and private affairs, be a greater in- 
justice, and a heavier blow against free 
institutions, than all the real grievances 
that caused the Revolution of 1776." 

On the whole however, on reflection, I 
believe that there will be no occasion for 
the people to appeal from the judges 
either to the "right and duty of revolu- 



tion" or to any specially sacred principle 
of the "revolution of 1776." The consti- 
tution puts no prohibition upon the leg- 
islature which affects the pending con- 
troversy; the 83d article expressly makes 
it the duty of the legislature to .enact laws 
for the encouragement and promotion of 
commerce, trades, and manufactures ; the 
state of New Hampshire may build and 
own and operate railroads, and raise 
money by taxation therefor; what it may 
itself do it may grant franchises to cor- 
porations to do ; it may reserve the right 
to retake such franchises and may exer- 
cise that right according to the terms of 
the reservation: it may regrant its retaken 
railroads to other corporations at itB sole 
will and pleasure ; and none of these rights 
of the state can be taken away without 
the free and express consent of its 
sovereign legislature. If all this is wrong 
article 10 of the Bill of Bights so ap- 
provingly recited by the chief just ice jiays 
that "THE PEOPLE may and of right 
ought to reform the old or establish a 
new government." It does not say that 
6 judges may do it. 
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HOW THE ALE BREWERS AND RAILROAD MILLIONAIRES 
EVADE TAXATION. 



Note 12. 



Frank Jones's brewery in Portsmouth, and a smaller one in South Boston, Mass., 
sold in the English market for $6,300,000. Their profits for the year ending Febru- 
ary, 1891, on 262,308 barrels of ale, were $496,000. 

The Portsmouth brewery in 1889 was assessed for taxation at §374,000. In 1890 it 
was assessed $601,980; the valuation was resisted, and it was finally assessed at 
about $450,000! 

The Boston & Maine and Eastern railroads were assessed for taxation in New 
Hampshire in 1890 at $2,354,000. Their total assets June 30, 1890, according to their 
report, sworn to by Messrs. Jones and Furber, were $42,862,993.58. 

No free people, with unbribed representatives and unbought tax assessors, will 
long submit to such outrages as the above. Chief-Justice Doe, in an opinion of the 
supreme court given elsewhere, declares that revolution is justifiable to prevent 
unequal taxation, which, he says, "is a greater injustice and a heavier blow against 
free institutions than all the real grievances that caused the revolution of 1776." 

The learned chief- justice remembered that unequal taxation did in fact cause the 
French revolution of 1789, and all its bloodshed. Frank Jones and the other railroad 
millionaires are like the French nobles and the princes of the blood, who paid only 
what taxes they chose. There was a nominal tax of two twentieths upon all in- 
comes, which the clergy and the nobility were bound to pay, as well as the rest. They 
contrived, however, in a great measure, to evade this tax. " The princes of the 
blood," says Bouille in his memoirs, "who enjoyed among them about $5,000,000 
yearly, paid for their two twentieths only $37,600 instead of $480,000. The Duke of 
Orleans . , . said to me one day after ... we had considered and approved 
the establishment of provincial administrations, l Are you aware, sir, that this pleas- 
antry will cost me at least $60,000 a year?' 4 How is that, my lord?' I asked. 'At 
present, 1 he replied, ' I arrange with the intendants, and pay pretty nearly what I 
like. The provincial administrations, on the contrary, will make me pay what is 
strictly due.' " The French intendants, if they lived in New Hampshire to-day, 
would be members of the legislature or of the state tax board, and ride free on 
Jones and Furber' s passes! 

It is difficult to tell how much taxation the Boston & Maine Railroad ought to pay 
in New Hampshire, because its accounts and assets on its books extend over the 
three states. The Concord & Montreal case is easier, because wholly in New Hamp- 
shire. According to the text, the value of the Concord & Montreal, as found by the 
board, is $10,368,000, and it is only taxed on $5,280,000. Its assets, by its sworn 
report on June 30, 1890, were $10,256,208.39. Do the people of New Hampshire feel 
satisfied to have this company pay taxes only on $5,280,000 in order that a few state 
officers and their families may ride free over the railroads? 

Take the mileage of the Boston & Maine Railroad : main line in New Hampshire 
34, in Massachusetts 36, in Maine 44. The value of the assets of the company would 
seem to be at least one third in New Hampshire. One third of $42,000,000 is $14,- 
000,000; the valuation for taxation is $2,354,000! Assume that only one fourth of 
the assets is taxable here, and the value would be $10,500,000! 
- The following table shows how much all the railroads in the state of New Hamp- 
shire were valued, for the purpose of taxation, in 1890, by the Board of Equalization 
and Apportionment, with an added estimate of their real value explained by notes 
at the end of the table: 
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RAILROAD TAXES IN NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

HOW THEY ARE EVADED. 



Table showing the valuation of the railroads for taxation made by the Board of 
Equalization and Apportionment, compared with the real value. 



Boston & Maine .... 

Cheshire 

Concord & Claremont . . 
Concord & Montreal . . 
Concord & Portsmouth . 
Connecticut River . . . 
Dover & Winnipesaukee . 
Eastern in New Hampshire 

Fitchburg 

Granc^ Trunk ..... 
Manchester & Keene . . 
Manchester & Lawrence . 
Manchester & North Weare 

Monadnock v 

Mount Washington . . . «. 
Nashua, Acton & Boston . *. 
Nashua & Lowell .... 

Northern 

Peterborough 

Peterborough <fc Hillsborough 
Portsmouth <fc Dover . . . 
Portsmouth, Gt. Falls & Conway 
Portland <fc Ogdensburg (Maine 

Central) 

Portland <fc Rochester . . 
Profile & Franconia Notch 
Sullivan County .... 
Suncook Valley .... 
West Amesbury Branch . 

Wilton 

Worcester, Nashua & Rochester 
Wolfeborough . . . . . 
Manchester Horse . . . 



State 

Board's 

Valuation. 



$2,260,000 

1,600,000 

600,000 

6,000,000 

600,000 

225,000 

375,000 

425,000 

35,000 

600,000 

120,000 

1,500,000 

80,000 

100,000 

150,000 

20,000 

400,000 

2,250,000 

50,000 

70,000 

100,000 

600,000 

300,000 

30,000 

100,000 

700,000 

140,000 

20,000 

250,000 

1,200,000 

50,000 

30,000 



Real Value. 



$11,095,000 

2,750,000 

700,000 

10,925,000 

600,000 

1,375,000 

600,000 

425,000 

35,000 

600,000 

120,000 

2,000,000 

80,000 

250,000 

150,000 

20,000 

530,000 

3,300,000 

700,000 

700,000 

900,000 

900,000 

650,000 

80,000 

100,000 

1,900,000 

375,000 

100,000 

350,000 

2,500,000 

50,000 

30,000 



Net Annual 
Income. 



$4,977,325.33 
194,207.26 

35,000.00 
686,146.93 

31,250.00 
252,242.23 

29,000.00 

22,500.00 



98,971.38 
12,000.00 



60,536.17 
199,920.00 
36,699.64 
85,699.64 
46,140.00 
46,000.00 

82,153.22 



99,616.11 
18,375.00 

16,950.00 
250,000.00 



$20,770,000 $44,840,000 



Assets as per 
Books. 



$42,862,993.58 
3,242,577-47 

10,256,208.39 

4,415,175.31 

786,096.26 



4,289,478.44 



772,656.87 
2,154,598.47 
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NOTES. 

Present valuation, by the board, of all the railroads for taxation in New Hamp- 
shire, $20,770,000. 

Real value, $44,840,000. 

In making the above estimate of real value it has been assumed that $5,000 net 
income represents a value of $100,000. The $20,770,000 is reduced by the board 12 
per cent., according to the supreme court rule, to compensate for the undervaluation 
of other property by the local assessors, bringing the amount down to $18,277,600; 
and is further reduced by deducting the amounts taxed in the towns, being $409,692; 
and upon the remainder of $17,867,908 a tax of $1.50 is assessed, making the total 
tax $268,018.62. 

Reducing the $44,840,000 by 12 per cent., and deducting also the $409,692, and on 
this sum of $39,049,508 the total tax would be $585,742.62. 

The net income of the Boston & Maine being $5,000,000, its value is $100,000,000. 
The main line of the railroad from Boston to Portland is 115£ miles, divided as fol- 
lows: .In Maine 44, in New Hampshire 34$, in Massachusetts 36f. Assume, how- 
ever, that only one fourth of the value of the road is in New Hampshire, and the 
amount would be $25,000,000. Deduct as the estimated value of the B. <fc M. lines 
in New Hampshire specifically valued in the table, $13,905,000, and there remains of 
the value of the B. & M. in New Hampshire the sum of $11,095,000, instead of 
$2,250,000 as valued by the board. 

The other B. & M. lines deducted arc as follows: Northern, $3,300,000; Concord 
<fc Claremont, $700,000; Dover and Winnipesaukee, $600,000; Eastern in New Hamp- 
shire, $425,000; Manchester & Keene, $120,000; Manchester & Lawrence, $2,000,000; 
Nashua & Lowell, $530,000; Peterborough, $700,000; Peterborough & Hillsborough, 
$700,000; Portsmouth & Dover, $900,000; Portsmouth, Great Falls <fc Conway, $900,- 
000; Portland & Rochester, $30,000; West Amesbury Branch, $100,000; Wilton, 
$350,000; Worcester, Nashua & Rochester, $2,500,000; Wolfeborough, $50,000. 

The Cheshire Railroad income is $194,207.26. Its value is $3,900,000. The road in 
New Hampshire is 43 miles, in Massachusetts 11 miles. Allow four fifths of the 
value to New Hampshire, — say $3,000,000. Deduct value of Monadnock road, $250,- 
000, and the value is $2,750,000, instead of $1,500,000, as valued by the board. 

The Concord & Montreal Railroad's value is $12,000,000. Deduct value of Concord 
<fc Portsmouth, $600,000, of Manchester & North Weare, $80,000, of Nashua, Acton <fc 
Boston, $20,000, and of Suncook Valley, $375,000, and there remains a value of 
$10,925,000, instead of $6,000,000, as valued by thfc board. 

The Connecticut River's income is $252,242.23, and its value is $5,500,000. Miles 
in New Hampshire 23, in Massachusetts 50, — about one third in New Hampshire. 
Allow one fourth, and its value is $1,375,000, instead of the value fixed by the board 
of $225,000. 

The Nashua & Lowell's income is $80,536.17, its value is $1,600,000. In New 
Hampshire 5J£ miles, in Massachusetts 9J£ miles. Allow one third in New Hamp- 
shire, and its value is $530,000, instead of the sum fixed by the board of $400,000. 

The Worcester, Nashua & Rochester's income is $250,000. Its value is $5,000,000. 
In New Hampshire 55 miles, '.n Massachusetts 40 miles. Allow one lialf to New 
Hampshire, and its value is $2,500,000 instead of the sum fixed by the board of 
$1,200,000. 
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TAXES PAID BY THE THKEE PRINCIPAL NEW HAMPSHIRE RAILROADS. 



Tear. 


Total. 


By Concord. 


By B. C. & M. 


By B. & M. 


1870 


$226,911.64 


$41,218.18 


$9,292.32 


$22,821.89 


1871 


242,572.56 


41,795.44 


11,748.45 


25,580.41 


1872 


223,804.52 


39,657.89 


11,424.51 


23,610.80 


1873 


221,812.95 


42,681.51 


11,636.30 


19,190.46 


1874 


192,720.80 


86,147.12 


8,998.87 


17,197.86 


1875 


180,454.21 


81,423.10 


9,550.34 


15,849.65 


1876 


148,530.66 


27,016.22 


9,320.17 


12,575.62 


1877 


154,170.67 


26,551.29 


12,255.30 


14,619.80 


1878 


161,578.34 


28,519.27 


16,692.07 


14,756.52 


1879* 


215,094.72 


29,257.81 


♦37,586.90 


16,865.75 


1880 ' 


175,371.70 


80,455.62 


t25,424.73 


, 17,600.00 


1881 


184,268.31 


130,328.12 


26,081.10 


18,301.37 


1882 


170,003.85 


27,762.20 


25,7^2.78 


16,811.14 


1883 


190,870.46 


29,812.66 


80,230.43 


17,848.41 


1884 


200,390.41 


29,806.70 


80,784.71 


23,932.83 


1885 


186,980.55 


28,021.70 


29,050.00 


T17,715.37 


1886 


208,182.72 


28,407.81 


29,465.00 


20,105.11 


1887 


216,437.89 


30,639.79 


29,325.00 


22,702.52 


1888 


240,576.96 


33,598.08 


34,224.58 


24,947.15 


1889 


241,709.96 


33,865.36 


32,560.00 


25,171.25 


1890 


268,018.62 


1177,168.81 




28,811.40 



♦Abated by supreme court to the amount of $1,634.14. 

t Increased by supreme court to the amount of $1,634.14. 

X Abated by supreme court to the amount of $1,516.40. 

1" This is reduced $2,473.40 by abatement of tax of 1884 ordered by supreme court. 

II Includes B. C. & M. 



VALUATION AND ASSESSMENT OF FIVE RAILROAD CORPORATIONS 

FOR 1890. 



Concord & Montreal, 

Boston & Maine, 

Cheshire, 

Manchester & Lawrence, 

Worcester,Nashua & Rochester, 2,500 ,000 



©.8 

Si 

o° 



2°-° 

3*83 

3*28 

»£'d 0QT3 



a 



M 
$ 
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$10,925,000 $6,000,000 $5,280,000 $135,446 $5,144,554 
11,095,000 2,250,000 1,980,000 59,240 1,920,760 

2,750,000 1,500,000 1,820,000 49,700 1,270,800 



2,000,000 1,500,000 1,820,000 



8,140 1,316,860 



1,200,000 1,056,000 18,600 1,037,400 



<8 



! 

$77,168.81 
28,811.40 
19,054.50 
19,752.90 
15,561.00 



84. 

New Hampshire state debt, June 1, 1891, . $2,481,453.34 

New Hampshire county and town indebtedness, May 1, 1890: 

Counties, i $610,397.04 

Towns, 5,756,776.53 

Precincts, 1,024,676.29 

$7,391,849.86 

1890 Total assessed valuation of towns, $185,530,530.00 

Total taxes, . . . . 3,126,171.10 

Savings-banks deposits taxed, ' 57,738,574.48 

taxed for, 577,385.77 

Total railroad valuation, exclusive of $409,692 taxed in towns, 17,867,908.00 

Taxed for, 268,018.62 

Total railroad mileage, . . 1,128.00 

Valuation per mile for taxation, 16,000.00 

Rate of taxation, highest average, in Carroll county, 2.32 

Lowest average, in Cheshire county, 1.39 

Average rate in state, 1.68 

Rate of railroad taxation, 1.50 



The state valuation for 1889 included the following items: Horses, $4,663,368; 
oxen, $1,074,967; cows, $2,523,343; other cattle, $933,174; sheep, $363,791; total for 
1889, $9,558,643; total for 1890, $9,305,166. 

The foregoing table — Railroad Taxes in New Hampshire—has been before the pub- 
lic for many days, with a request for criticisms. None have been made, but doubt- 
less they will be forthcoming in due time and place. It will be said that by no law 
or practice in New Hampshire is corporation property valued for taxation accord- 
ing to the net annual income derived from it, or to the market price of the capital 
stock; that all other property is inventoried for taxation at less than its highest 
value; and that the state board properly undertake to reduce the extreme values of 
the railroads so that they may correspond with the valuations of other property; — 
all of which is true. It will, however, be difficult to show that railroad property is 
undervalued no further than other property. There is a prevalent idea that the 
value of property, as inventoried by the selectmen and assessors, is about three 
fourths of its highest value. Savings-bank deposits, which cannot be undervalued, , 
are by special law taxed one per cent, instead of $1.50, the assumed average of the 
state board, which is equivalent to a reduced valuation to two thirds. But while other 
property may be undervalued one fourth, the railroads seem to be undervalued about 
one half. The Concord & Montreal real valuation, as estimated by the board, is 
$10,368,000; it is arbitrarily reduced to $6,000,000, and then still further reduced 12 
per cent., to $5,280,000. How can that portion of the main line of the Boston & 
Maine and Eastern railroads which is in New Hampshire be reduced to $2,354,000 ? 

Doubtless New Hampshire ought to do as Indiana has done, revise her whole 
method of making valuations. But in the race after low valuations, private property- 
holders get the worst, and the railroads get the best of it, for evident reasons. 
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I^RE^ES PASSES. 



Ir. rimrles Francis tdams on Free Passes before Senate Interstate Commerce 
Committee. I he Pass System an Outrage auti Abuse. 

Senator Platt : That is one of the things which might be remedied by positive 
law about ns easily as anything else. 

M u. Aoams : lluw would you go to work to remedy it ? 

Senator Platt : By forbidding the Issue of parses. 

Mi!. Adams : If you would, iu a way that will be effective, forbid the issuing of 
parses, I would agree at once to make a considerable reduction in our passenger rates, 

Sk; sato it Flatt: Would you like to hate it done, if it could be done? 

Mrs. Adams : Nothing would please me more* I should like to have a heavy 
penalty imposed for every pass issued. 1 do not, as a rnle, like to work through 
legislation in these matters, but if you will pass a law prohibiting all free passes, 
and subjecting to fine and imprisonment any man who signs a pass, or any conduc- 
tor who takes a pass up 

Sknatok Platt (interposing) : Or any man who rid? -s on ;i pass. 

Me, A dam 6 (con tinning) : Or any man w T ho rides on a pass, it would make a happy 
day for railroads and railroad manager 

Sii.vator Cdllom: You would feel that one good step had beeu tak*u ? 

Mb. Adams : If effective, such a law would relieve us ox one of the greatest annoy- 
ances, outrages, and abuses that now exist in connection with the railroad business. 

* The pass system mixes itself up with newspapers, politics, and everything * 

Mn. Adams; The pass system is an outrage. There is no reason whatever why 
any one should be carried free over a railroad, any more than why he should be 
boarded aud lodged free at a hotel, drive free in public carriages, or order goods 
without paying for then* in shops. Yt*L and r specially in Uu> West, things are getting 
to such a pass that no man who has money, or official position, or influence, especially 
political or newspaper influence, thinks he ought to pay anything for riding on a 
railroad. The company which flings about passes right and left is M liberal/* the com- 

f*anv « liieh refuses to do so is M stingy/' and it shall assuredly be made "red hot *' 
or it when the legislature meets* That a large percentage of those who travel pay 
nothing, merely means that the rest have got to pay more. A privileged, favored 
^la^y is thus created* a class composed generally of those best able to pay, while the 
railroad companies have to make good the loss thus incurred by charging more to 
those who cannot afford to pay. * * * 

Senator Platt: You would find your views are the views of a large majority of 
the people of the states if you could get them together in a town-meeting. 

Mu. Adams : Of course they are. 

BeNATOR Piatt : Yet in some way little or no legislation ever comes up to the 
point of saying that the railroads shall not issue passes, 

Mr. Adams : I think possibly Mr. Kimball might explain why they fail to "come 
tip." It is one of those things 1 do not pretend to understand. 

Mr, Kimball : 1 would like to ask the senator if he has ever been a member of 
a, legislature ? 

Senator Platt; If you do not issue passes to members of the legislature 1 do 
not see how the legislature can be corrupted so that it will not represent the will of 

the people, *_•»-■, 

Mr. Kimball : If th ev t"" tlQ t fla * frir passes they w T ould not receive them, 
Mil. Adams : If is inconceivable to what an extent this pass system has gone. 
You cannot understand what an outrage it i* upon the railroads and upon the body 
of the nublic I f ^° n0 * ^ €S ^ a ^ *° sa $ fna ^ in my opinion 10 per cent, or mjre has to be 
i j * *i !»* ink 1 * do pay fares to make up for (host* who do not* 
eWrfto those « xhar/ould be about r££t. 
Mr. Kimhalj- - ■-* 



THE FREE PASS SMYES, 



Boston & M uxe Kailr" 

kual Manager's 

Boston, June 80, 1891. 
Joshua L. Foster, Esq,, 

Editor Foster's Democrat, Dover. N. H. 
My Dear Sir : My attention has been called bo several articles that have appear 
recently in your paper. It seems to me that the attacks which you see tit to ma 
iipoo OWP railroad are unwarranted and unjustifiable. Under the eircumsi 
seems to me that it is clearly against the interest of this railroad to continue hu 
n ess with y o u r firm. W ill yon there f o re ] »1 ea so 1 1 i - r.-o 1 1 1 i n u n o u r ad vertise me nts from 
your columns, ami return to me the passes which were given you under our ail 
tising agreement. I believe there are three of therm one for yourself, one for your 
sou, and one for your reporter. 

Yours truly, 

JAMES T, FURRER, General Manager. 



MR. CHIEF-JUSTICE DOE ON UNEQUAL TAXATION. 



.it i 1 v. C S. & Canada Express Company, Supreme court decision o| 
18, 1881, in Concord .MunHmr ol April 19, 1881— Doe, C.J, * * * TL 
rights mil only declares that government is instituted for the common beii*>tic. 
taction, and security of the whole community, and not for the private interests of a 
favored claws, but (extending somewhat the precedent of the Hist articl 
(Irf-Ml Charter, and accepting the theory of Locke — Treatise on Governmenl 
L0, &$, 221-243) it goes on to assert that, therefore, wheue 
overnment are perverted, and public liberty manifestly endangei | dl 

other means of redress are ineffectual* there is a natural right and duly of n 
The vigor of this assertion is not abated by the circumstance that 
the tii -st, draft of the constitution duringthe Revolutionary War, by tupn who 
cipal a rowed reason Eor throwing off the British yoke was an abuse of the ]• 
taxation. 

Should unequal taxation ever become an established principle and general pi 
tice in this state, perverting the ends of government, as it necessarily must, ;md en- 
dangering public liberty, as it manifestly would, and should all peaceful m ear- 
redress be ineffectual, the oppressed might be tempted, at a favorable opportin 
to appeal to the remedy and precedent that would still remain for them in the pre- 
cept and example of the fathers. In its relation to the general principles of 
stitutiomil liln-rty, and the material and moral prosperity of the state, whicl 
panda BO much upon the peaceful industries of a contented people, the 
importance of this subject can hardly be exaggerated. Unequal taxation* ado* 
as a settled theory and usage, would, in the present condition of public and pri 
affairs, he a greater injustice, and a heavier bli - institutions, than all 

the real grievances that caused tht. j Rrvolutwn of 1776* 



A single copy of this book will be sent gratis in response to an applioaii 
letter oi postal card addressed to Box No, 113, Concord, X, 11. T so long as tb 
edition lasted 
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Thin book should be returned to 
the library on or before the last date 
stamped below. 

A fine of five cents a day is ; 
by retaining it beyond the 
time. 

Please return promptly. 
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